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APTISM is an Ordinance of the New 


tions of Pædobaptiſts and Antipædobaptiſts, 
have made their appearance in behalf oftheir 
reſpective opinions. After all that has been 


advanced, Unanimity is far from being the 
Boaſt of Profeſſors on the Subject. Some, 
every now and then, feel themſelves obliga- 


ted, or induced, for one reaſon or another, 


to come forward as Writers thereon. It is 
owing to this, that hitherto there has been, 


and yet is likely to be, a ſucceſſion of Books 
on this controverted article of the Chriſ- 


tian Faith. Well, be it ſo: there can be 


no doubt, but Benefit will accrue to the 
Truth, and the World, eventually, there- 


by. Controverſial Writings, however 


much to be regreted on ſome accounts, 


will, It may be expected, prove effectual. 


ac- 


— 
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Teſtament, which has occaſioned con- 
ſiderable Controverſy. Numerous publica- 


vi PREF. ACE 
RE ITY with the guidance of the 
Holy Spirit, to bring about that unity of 
the Faith which is def able. Nor can it be 
juſtly queſtioned, I conceive, on a Subject 
of this kind, nor perhaps on any other, but 

an alteration, at leaſt in ſome degree, in the 
Statement and mode of Argument, hitherto 
uſed in its ſupport, may introduce Unifor- 
mity of ſentiment and practice. 

- Until I had ſeen the works of "OY - 
esch, and Dr. Williams, I entertained 
no thoughts of becoming a public Adyo- 

. cate for Catholic Baptiſm. However, after 
a careful peruſal of both, various conſi- 
derations Which are here ſubmitted to the 
Reader, occurred in faver of this enlarged 
Baptiſmal plan. They are publiſhed, to 
borrow the language of Dr. Jortin on ano- 
ther occaſion, <for the ſervice of TrRuTY 
« by One, who would be glad to attend, 

and grace her Triumphs; as-a Soldier: 
« If he has had the honour to ſerve 
ſucceſsfully under her banner: or, as her 
© Captive, tied to her Chariot Whels, if 
« he has, though undeſfignedly, committed 
any offence againſt her.“ 


Every 
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| Every Reader of Mr. Booth's Work, 
entitled, Pzdobaptiſm examined, on the 
principles, conceſſions, and reaſonings of 
the moſt learned Pædobapttiſts, will diſco- 
ver and commend the Author for conſider- 
able pains and labor. On the UTILITY 
of it, in various points of view, I venture 
with equal confidence to pronounce, though 
it is profefſedly, and in ſome parts of it 
violently, written againſt the cauſe of 
Pædobapt ifm. The Index to his quotations 
naturally leads us to view him ſurrounded 
with numerous volumes: and among thenre 
he reſembles the induſtrious 3E in a gar- 
den, collecting from every flower; yet 
for PADOBAPTISTS, he is not without a 
Sting. The deſign of his employ is, to 
ſhew the inconſiſtency of the pious, and 
moſt learned of the denomination juſt 
mentioned, in practiſing Infant-Baptiſm on 
their principles and conceſſions. And in- 
deed Mr. B—'s reaſoning and repreſenta- 
tion un to ſuch an extent, that if others 
are like-minded with myſelf, they will join 
me io the opinion, that ſuch palpable 
enn as chis Author would load 


their 


—_— 
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* memory and writings' with, is with 
difficulty indeed reconciled to their being 
men of eminence in literature, or even 
: integrity. A work ſimilar to Mr. B—s, 
as to its general deſign was, I think, very 
much to be wiſhed for: but whether we 


conſider a Pædo, or Anti- pædobaptiſt thus 


engaged, it has a delicacy peculiar to it, a- 
riſing from the nature of the Subject, and 
the number and character of thoſe who 
hold different opinions upon it, that re- 
quires impartiality and moderation, liberal - 


ity and judgement in executing it. Truth 


demands the acknowledgment, in a general 
way, that Mr. B. has had too much reaſon 
to avail himſelf, in many inſtances, of the 


Works he has ranſacked. Notwithſtanding, 


il 1 may offer my opinion, the Cauſe he op- 
poles, will receive benefit by his publi- 
cation, as it gives us a collection of what 
are conſidered as Inconſiſtencies in Pædo- 


baptiſts: while there can be no doubt of 
the Author's taking every advantage he can, 


to fink the reputation of their cauſe. If : 


the Reader has Pzdobapti/m Examined, &c. 


at hand, he may at once ſee Quotations 


gathered 


PREFAQE 0 


qptheres from eaſt, weſt, north and ſouth. 


The prudent and conſiſtent Peruſer will 
not fail to make a difference batween a 


GREAT DEAL that will apply as Common 


Property to one ſide as well as the other, 


and that which ſtrictly belongs to his own. 
He will not forget the arrangement (not 
to ſpeak of the Quotations themſelues) was 
optional and lay with the Author and may 
give too ſtrong a colouring. He will diſ- 
tinguiſh between the Quotations ſerving as 
a Text, and the Remarks and Enlargement 
thereon. When this is done, a {mall Part 
of Mr. B— s Work, compared with the bulk 
of the Whole, can be conhidered as immediate- 
ly to the purpoſe, and adapted to the cauſe 
he would defend, or againſt the cauſe he 
would oppoſe. Therefore, while I cannot 
but think, TRUTH will ſtand indebted to 
Pædobaptiſm examined, I am equally ap- 
prehenlive, its Author will be diſappointed. 
One effect of his work appears in Anti- 
pædobaptiſm examined; or a ſtrict and im- 
partial inquiry into the nature and deſign, 
ſubjets and mode of Baptiſm, &c. by Dr. 
W Acknowledged, as this work hag 
b been 


— 


been, to poſſeſs conſiderable me 


EE . ! © + - Ted 
a Mr B. in 
a late performance of his, affects to treat it 


with the greateſt indignity. He tellsaus by 
the pen of another, that he would not have 


« thought it worth while to have anſwered 


the performance of his opponent, but for 
« theclamorous confidence of ſomepeople, - 
e who reckon a book unan/werable when no 
reply is made to it,” What provocation 
ſhould we think a perſon has received, who 
in his preface expreſſes himſelf thus: Ves, 


* IT have made ſome. exertions in order to 


prove, that am not enamoured with Anti- 


1 pœdobabtiſin examined that I am no more 


cConvinced by the force of my Opponent's 


arguments, than I am charmed with. the 
* modeſty of his pretenſions, the conſiſtency 


* of his ſentiments, perſpicuity of his mean- 
ing, the accuracy of his language, or the 
te elegance of his compoſition.” Will not 


the Reader feel ſurprize at ſuch language as 
this, when he learns the cauſe in the ſuc- 
ceeding ſentence ? © On all which, I have 
* made ſome animadverſions that would 


« certainly have been ſpared, even though 
wk had thought proper to write a defence, 
| h 6c 11 
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IF he had not confideted me as CAPTI- "wy 3 
* VATED with his performance.” What = 
unpleaſant intelligence did this Author's | . 
correſpondent in the country convey to | 
him ! Surely, that gentleman did not fore- 
lee the effects of it, or he would not 
have contributed to ſo unfavorable an im- — 
preſſion on the temper of Mr. B. by com- 
municating what he obtained «from a 1 
« friendly interview that he had with Mr. „ 
© (now Dr.) Edward Williams.“ Here- 
after, let Pædobaptiſts relinquiſh every 7 
idea of captivating Mr. B. with a produc- | = 
tion in favor of their diſtinguiſhing. ſenti- 
ments. Let them take warning for the fa". - 
ture and deſiſt from the attempt, on pain ö 
of having every overſight in language 
marked by his Italics—a collection made 
of the firſt perſon pronoun and other ex- 
preſſions, from different parts of the book, 2 
to ſtamp and fix the character of the Egoutt . 3 
upon the Author the charge of apparent 2 
inconſiſtency, when, if one part is taken 
with another, paſſages are reconcilable. Is it | 4 
credible, thatit is the ſame Author who writes - 1 
in his preface to his former work, every one 
b 2 1 
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not the e righteouſneſs of God, and ho the 
cauſe he pleads requires not ſuch means of 
defence? How unhappy the exchange o 
*< a few ſtrokes of pleaſantry in the courſe 
* of his reflections on the language and ar- 
« guments of ſome Pædobaptiſts, in that 
work, for notorious ſtrokes of illiberality 
and unkindneſs in his Animadverſions 
on this of Dr. Williams's.— Much room is 
there for enlargement, but even theſe hints 
would have been ſpaced, was not injuſtice 
done to the character of a reſpectable * 
ter and much-valued friend. 

Notice is taken of the three pieces alrea- 


dy mentioned, quotations from them ac- 


kriowledged, and references given at the 
end of this Work. I lie under a great my- 


take, if the cauſe here pleaded, does not 
gain advantage from them all, objections 


to, and difficulties attending on a more con- 
fined plan being avoided herein. Circum- 


ſtanced as the ſtate of the controverſy be- 


tween our Authors is, it occurred that the 
trme and purpoſe well agree, for offering 
theſe Thoughts, &c. after Mr. B—s De- 
| fence, 


PREFACE. 


may, perhaps, | Pr ec . of 
his Antagoniſt, -- 2420 


lanes, but only ſo much is inſerted at 
deemed ſuffieient to lay a foundation bor ah 
ſucceeding ones. Particular attention is 
paid in the ſecond chapter to our Lord's 
Commiſſion, and the hiſtorical accounts 


relating to Baptiſm in the New Teſtament, 


| becauſe the negle& of a cloſe inveſtigation, 
the want of diſtin and particular obſerva- 


tions here, would neceſſarily entail miſtaken | 


views of the whole. 


Whatever opinions, different Readers may 
entertain concerning the plan and ex- 


ecution of this work, it is hoped, no im- 


proper Spirit, no unbecoming language 


will be found to hinder its acceptance. 
It is the Author's wiſh te improve daily in 


a conformity of ſpirit and ſpeech to the 
Apoſtolic maxim of ſpeaking the truth in 


love. So far as the ſentiments contained 


| here bear the criteria and ſacred image of 


truth, the bleſſing of God is implored, and 


; expetled on them. Perſonal conſiderati- 
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ons reſpeQing the Author, are thrown a- 
nde: his only concern is, that the RE- 
DEEMER's Interefi and Glory may be pro- 
moted ; and as a Friend of the Bridegroom, 
he will heartily rejoice at his increale, 
and the ſpread of the Goſpel always. 
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Of the privileged State of all Nations - . 
der the Times of the glorious M eb. 


NO. unto Gop are all his Works "I 
the beginning of the World. We, there- 


fore, conclude from the wiſdom, goodneſs, and 
veracity of the divine being, that Prophecies and 


Promiſes, which are intended to reveal the State 
and Events of future times, may be depended 
upon, as containing a true and faithful Account. 


From the perfect agreement of ancient prophe- 


cies and promiſes with the times they reſpeQ; 
their Evidence,” as a valuable Writer obſerves, 


« in its own nature is dire& and pertinent; and 


« when its meaning is aſcertained, its verditt 


« yOu paribus) is * As to paſs 
4, over 


- - : = 2 9 
p 8 
50 8 
a hy . $ & 
. * 5 * 
ad 5, t * * J 34 | : .— 
e * N 7 — * — 
8 . s 4 - 
ig 4 1 * 8 3 
n 4 Ad; i Sa * 
. 4 2 * 8 a 
— * : : 4. 2 
25 2 "8... 
2 


2 
2 


3 
2 
«+ a 


7 — - 
Be 


1 


* 


* Ei 


1 


1 „ 5 
* r * n . 
N 
233 TY 
* rm 


over theſe, would be to diſregard eligible means 
of information on the Subject in hand, it be- 
hoves us to avail ourſelves of their aihitance. 
Old Teſtament Prophecies and Promiſes, ſtend 
as ſacred Eminences in Scripture, whence we 
may take a Survey of a widening Proſpect, 
extending through the lapſe of ages, down to the 
conſummation of all Things. lence the Pa- . 
triarch Abraham forefaw the Redeemer's day, N 
and was glad. His heart gladened at the ſcenes, 
the bright ſcenes, opening to his view from thoſe 
enlarged declarations, In thee all all the ra- 
MILIES OF THE EARTH be bleſſed; Gen. chap. 12. 
v. g. And again, in thy ſeed ſhall r THE NATI- 
ONS OF THE, (EARTH. be bleſſed. Gen. chap. da. 
v. 18. The ſeed bere intended, upon the teſti- 
| mony of an inſpired: Apoſtle, is Cuntsr. Gal. 
chap. g. v. 16. All nations without exception 
5 are the privileged ſubjeQs of the promiſe ; and 
the exact poſition in which we behold them, is 
—_ - bleſjed. O joyful Tidings! O glorious Period! — 
78 Blefling, which, like a River, ran in the nar- 
1 . row channel of the Jewiſh nation for ſevera] 
ages, at length ſpreads itſelf far and wide; and 
like che Sca which graſps in all the ſhore, compre- 
hends every part of the habitable Globe —Exult, 
ye nations, at the thought! To interpret theſe 
pallages without a manifeſt neceſſity, ſo as to ex- 
chude the greater part of the nations, muſt be do- 
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ing injuſtice to Ds 3 of the language, the par- 3 
ties intereſted; and the liberal grant of the pro- 


miſer. Their natural import ſeems to be, that 


UNIVERSAL BLESSING in ſome important ſenſe, 
Ihall abound under the Redeemer's gentle reign. 
Like a diſtant voice, they proclaim in our ears, a 
change in the relative att of all nalions, wich re- 
gard to goſpel privileges. Countries known and 
unknown, poliſhed and barbarous, even- thoſe 


ignorant of the goſpel, as well as thoſe acquainted | 


with it, are, compared with their former flate; be- 
nefted in this reſpect, upon the commencement 
of the days of Meſſiang. 8 
Equally auſpicious to the world at laige⸗ is chat 
paſſage. So ſhall He ſprinkle MANY NATIONS. 
Latab g2. 15. This, like the former, is ſpoken of 
goſpel times, and only a varied form of expreſſing 
the ſame thing. It contains the aſſurance of 
ſome benefits, which the nations at large ſhall 


5 be made partakers of under Chriſt. © The ob- 


© y10us and natural acceptation of the term, ſprin- 


Ale, in this connection,“ ſays the author of Anti- 


% Pædobaptiſm examined, is that of purifying; 
and it undoubtedly alludes to thoſe ceremonial 
** purifications; which were performed by ſprink- 
„ling perions and things.” Vol. 1. p. 264. See- 
ing in every ſenſe in which the word, ſprinkle, can 
betaken, it denotes a benefit; and the benefit, be. 
it what i it may, reſpetts nations as ſuch, there is 


1 good 


% 


1 


3 reaſon for obſerving with the afore-cited 
author, 9 the prediction, properly and direaly 
intends external Holineſs,” that holineſs, whereby 

nations, now, are 9 ons from nations be- 
fore the coming of Chriſt. 

In ſurveying theſe, and ſimilar paſſages of the 
old teſtament, what a wonderfully conſtituted 


» 


| ſtate of grace and privilege ariſes to our view. 


Virgil, in his paſtoral, entitled Pollio, kindles into 
rapture on deſcribing the golden age of the world- 
Aided by prophecy and promiſe, is there not much 
greater occaſion, in reference to goſpel times, to 
break out in the language of that Heathen Poet» 
*Aſpice venturo lætentur ut omnia ſeclo,”” obſerve 
how all things rejoice at the coming age—Well 
might Simeon embrace his Saviour, in his wither- 
ed arms, on ſeeing Him in the temple, and pathe- 
tically add, Now letteſt thou thy ſervant depart in 


peace, for mine eyes have ſeen thy ſalvation. 


To new Teſtament Hiſtory we next appeal. 
Undoubtedly, this accords with former prophecies 
and promiſes, Prophecy is but the account, be- 
forehand, of times ; ; hiſtory, of times, when come; 
and to be true, they muſt agree with the times, 
and with-one another. It may be further ex- 
peRted, that hiſtory and prophecy ſhouldrecipro- 
cally throw light upon each other; ſo that by the 
diſtinct information of both, we may aſcertain in 
the cleareſt manner, the ſtate of the times they 
repreſent, | 

The 


: {1 „ 

The hiſtory of the new teſtament, comes in ald 
of the privileged ſtate already mentioned, With 
tte fulleſt evidence. Jeus and Gentiles. as they 
formerly differed in this reſpe&, are herein ohh 
ſed to each other. A line appears drawu around 
the former, while the latter are excluded: with- 
in this ſacred encloſure, they are called Children, 


and the Gentiles without, were for ages as , 


and outcaſts, without Chriſt, aliens from the com- 
monwealth of Iſrael, ſtrangers from the covenants 
of promiſe, having no hope, and without God in 
the world. Eph. chap. 2. v. 12. Sad pitfable 
ſtate ! how deſirable an alteration ! This Abrahatn 


ſaw attendant upon the day of Chriſt. God's 


| promiſe to Him imported ſo much; and new 
Teſtament Hiſtory abundantly confirms it. 
Prejudices, like to thoſe which influence the 
minds of too many fill, and which prevent their 
viewing the world in fo favorable a light as to ex- 
ternal goſpel privileges, as they ought, prevailed 
in the breaſts of the Apoſtles. To deſtroy them 
in Peter, was the defign of that extraordinary vi- 
ſion related, AQs chap. 10. He ſaw heaven opeh- 
ed, anda cert ain veſſel deſcending unto Hlii; as 
it had been a great ſheet, ynit at the four corners, 
and let down to the earth, (Nhe 
ner of four-footed beaſts of the” earth, and wild 
beaſts, and creeping things, arid Towls- of the air. 


Aud. chere came A voice to bim. Riſe; Peter, 
Sg Ford ne OO 


% 


vere all) man- 


Ps 
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16 EN; 
kill and eat. But Pon ſaid, not t ſo Lord, FA 1 
have never eaten any thing that 1 is common or un- 
clean. And the voice ſpake unto him again che 
ſecond time, what God hath cleanſed, that call 
not thou common. This was done thrice, and the 
veſſel was received up again into heaven. V. 11.— 
16. Peter doubting in himſelf what this mould 
mean, Providence becomes interpreter. The 
ſequel ſtory ſhews, the deſign was, to me 
pare-Pefef for an embaſſy among the Genliles; to 
teach that ſervant of God the long exiſting my 
tindtion, between Jews, and Gentiles, was no 
more ; that the latter ſtood. upon equal. footing 
with the former under a diſpenſation wherein all 
are One; to diſpoſleſs him of opinions and preju- 
dices to the contrary, and to excite that liberal 
ſpirit in him, which ſuited the Genius of the goſ- 
pel, and upon which depended the diſcharge of 
* \ the commiſſion be had received, Go and diſciple 
all nations. Peter, like Paul in another caſe, was 
not diſobedient to the heavenly viſion. Happily, 
no nation ſince, as it was before the ſetting up of 
the kingdom of Meſſiah, is debarred from the 
privileges of the goſpel. Adieu, for ever adieu 
to language, once in uſe, and confining Salvation, 
i. e. the means of Salvation, to Iſrael. God's will 
and declaration of it rendered Abraham's poſter- 
ity ſole poſſeſſors of it. All beſides were as na- 
tions whom God knew not, as unclean. But, glo- 
ry to God, times are changed. Gentiles at large, 
contraſted 


/ 
/ 


(178) 


contraſted with their former ſtate, are, by God's . =» 
full and abſolute declarations of mercy to be rec- 
koned, clean, relatively holy; and, conſequenſly, 
are in as fit a capacity for external privileges, as 3 
the .Jews before them were from their re oe -. 
ſanktitx. : d wh am a0t7 | IM 
A bleſſing of this nature mould n not s held in 
low eſtimation by creatures, who are leſs than the 
leaſt of all God's merties. It is a blefſivg to all 
to hom the promiſe and prophecy .convey it; ſo 
that nations, even ignorant of the goſpel; being, 
nevertheleſs;::intercſted'in the conſtitution of the 
goſpel, as well as thoſe acquainted, with it, are be- 
nefited. To be ſituated as gentiles once were, 
would be an ev il, the e ak be a 
good. FCC 
Pertinent te this part of be ſubjed, requiſite 
for its further explanation, and introduttory to 
the ſequel, are the remarks which have been made 
on the terms, unclean and holy * It 18 gen! 
e erally agreed, ſays. the pious and. learned Mr. 
«© Baxter, that the moſt common uſe of the word 
« holy, if not the only, both in ſcripture and pra- 
fane writers, is to ſignify a thing ſeperated to 
« God—Omne Sanctum eſt Deo ſanctum; what- 
© ſoever is holy, is holy to God. No as holi- 
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«neſs thus ſignifieth a ſeperation to. God, fo Ff 
it may be diſtinguiſhed thus; a perſon or thing f 
c 1 vs. holy or E to C either in ſtate f 


* and ftanding relation, or elſe only for ſome 
« particular act, or uſe, whether for ſhorter time, 
© or a longer. This ſenſe of the term, he ob- 
* ſerves, is uſed in ſeripture, near ſix hundred 
times. Baxter's' plain ſcripture proof, pages 
80 and 82.—The xuLs for determining ihe 
ſituation of the gentiles, i in the above ſenſe, clean 
or holy, is, in all: equity, and upon ſcripture war- 
rant, to conſider the ſtate of the Jewiſh nation, to 
which they ſtand oppoſed. Now the ox1cix, 
of Iſrael's ſeperation from the reſt of the world, 
was God's promiſe to Abraham and his ſeed. To 
put them in remembrance of this, was God made 
known to that people ſo often, as the God of Abra- 
ham. Exodus, chap. iii. v. 6. 15. 16. chap, iv. 
v. 5. Hence the privileges they poſſefled. Shall 
ANY NATION, (and none is excepted) be declared 
clean or holy as the Jews, upon the free and un- 
incumbered promiſe of Jehovah, and not at leaſt 
have, de jure, correſpondent privileges 2Ccom. 
panying a ſimilar. ſtate of relative holineſs ? Is it 
conceivable, Abraham in the foreſight of the. fu- 
ture ſtate of the nations under Chriſt, guided by 
the promiſe made concerning them, would view 
them in any other light ?—Thus ran the divine 
declarations, as they immediately reſpeQted himſelf 
and poſterity. I will make of thee a EAT 
NATION, and 1 will bleſs thee, and thou ſhalt 
be a BLESSING, Gen. 12. 2. Chap, 22. 17. 
Whence was Abraham to judge of the * 
| 85 | and 


2 
© 
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Ms 
and extent in which Cuxtst the PROMISED SEED. . 
in ſome important ſenſe, would be a bleſſing toall 

nations, unleſs from the manner and extent in 
which he himſelf was to be a bleſſing?— This Pa- 

triarch was a bleſſing to the whole Jewiſh Nation 
by the promiſe of Jehovah, comprehending him- | 
ſelf and deſcendants : ſurely, it was natural for 

Abraham to conclude that to the ſame extent. | 
Cnr1sT would be a bleſſing to AI L VATIoNS ge 
To Abraham and his ſeed appertained divers ex- 

teryal privileges: could he conceive the nations 

under CHRIST, would not have what was tanta= 
mount to them?--With ſuch proſpe&s before him, 
his believing ſoul might well rejoice; and like the 
wiſe men upon ſeeing ws ſtar, with e 
great joy. | 
If Abraham had ſo much reaſon to apprehend 
the nations would be privileged after this man- 
ner at that diſtance of time, and from ſuch grounds 
of inference, much more does the hiſtorical and 
doctrinal language of the N ew-teſtament, warrant 
us to believe this ſame ſtate is the unalienable Inheri- 
tance of the nations, till time ſhall be no more. 

T vo paſſages in proof of ibis, deſerve remark. 

One is, Rom. chap. 11. v. 16. if the firſt-fruit 
be holy, the lump is alſo holy, a oh if the root be holy, 


o are the branches. Having in the preceding ob- 
ſerv ations aſcertaine d the ſenſe ofthe term, holy, it 


(wv) 


only remains to enquire, to whom the obſervation 
of the Apoſtle is applicable, and in what way it tt 
true, if the firſt-fruit be holy, the lump is holy, 
&c.—If we attend to the conneQion and drift of 
the Chapter, thezpaſſage is plainly meant to re- 
fer both to Jews and Gentiles. Is it inquired, 
upon what ground it is true of them? I anſwer, 
upon the ground of the yxoM155, which conſti- 
tutes both Jews and Gentiles gguAL ALixE HOLY 
in a relative ſenſe. Internal holineſs cannot be 
meant, for it does not follow, if the root was 
holy in that ſenſe, the branches would be fo 
too. No promiſe ſecures internal holineſs by 


way of invariable ſueceſſion from Anceſtors to 


poſtericy. Herein progenitors and deſcendants 
may differ. The impoſſibility of applying the 
Apoltle's obſervations i in this way, proves him to 
have a different meaning. - Examine it by the 
interpretation of relatiye holineſs, it will admit of 
the moſt universAL application, firſt to Jews and 
then to Gentiles under the goſpel diſpenſation. 


The Generations of the Jews in 2;;- 


from Abraham to Chriſt were, uniformly, univer- 
ſally and equally holy, relatively confulered ; and the 
Gentiles under the goſpel are ſo too. Divide the 
largeſt bodies of people into ſmall, and theſe in- 
to ſtill leſs, it will hold true, if che firſt-fruit of a 
nation, city, town, village, family, be holy, the 
lump is: becauſe the promiſe which gives birth 

i to 


- 
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to this relative holineſs, fince it comprehends the 


' whole, muſt of courſe, the parts. 


The other paſſage, claiming our notice, is 


» Cor, chap. 7. v. 14. for the unbelieving huſband 


is fanftified by the wiſe, and the unbeheving wife is ſanc- 
tified by the huſband : elſe were your children unclean, 


but now are they holy, So our tranſlators have ren- 


dered the original; and accordingly our Expoſitors 


comment upon it. In reference to the ſubjett in 
band, it bas been ſtrangely bandied about by 
albparties; and both ſides ſeem to feel themſelves 


bound to .abide by the Engliſh verſion of the paſ- 
ſage. Drs. Doddridge, Stennet, Williams, and 


Mr. Booth, apparently regard the order of the 
Engliſh text as true, The author of Anti- Pædo- 
baptiſm examined, propoles conſidering, | in this 
paſſage, the import of the phraſe, anſwering 10 


the words in Engliſh, andi ſied by. By fo doing, 
a coalition or partnerſhip, takes place between 
two words in the paſſage which, in the ori- 


ginal are quite ſeparate; and if I miſtake not, 
need not, from grammatical conitruttion, or 
from the deſign of the Apolile, be joined toge- f 
ther. The Greek may be thus read, The huſband 


who is not @ behever with or as the wife, HATH 


BEEN SANCTIFIED OR MADE HOLY, and the wife 


who is not a believer with or as the huſband, HATH 


BEEN SANCTIFIED. OR MADE HOLY. The 


learned Mr, Pool, in his Annotations, on the 


1 eleventh 


( 12 ) 
eleventh verſe of this chapter, marks an overſight 
of our tranſlators, in rendering a verb paſſive in 
the active form. The like "+ OS in the paſe 
ſoge before us : for the Verb, which is the pre- 
terperfe& tenſe, paſſive, of the indicative mood, 
and ought to have been rendered, hath been ſanc- 
tified,” is on the contrary tranſlated, “ is ſanQified” 
which is the indicative mood, preſent tenſe, paſ- 
five. It i is as extraordinary that ſundry words in 
the Greek, which immediately and naturally follow 
one another, ſhould be diſplaced. Schrevelius 
obſerves, the prepoſition here uſed has the force 
and conſtruQion of all the prepoſitions, ſo that no 
ohjection can be made to its being conſtrued with, 
or as. No ſuch thing, therefore, is intended as our 
tranſlation would import, namely, that an unbe- 
lieving buſband is ſanQified by his wife, or that the 
unbelieving wife, is ſanQified by her huſband. The 
idea ſuggeſted, is quite different, that though the 
Huſband is not a believer as the wife is, yet he 
hath, nevertheleſs, been ſanctified, i. e. made rela- 
tively holy; and that the wife, though not a believ- 
er as her huſband, has been the ſame. Not that in 
either cafe, the one is ſanQtified by the other: the 
unbelieving party is not made better in any relative 
ſenſe by the believing. The marriage ſtate does 
in no view affect or alter the relative holineſs of 
either huſband or wife ; and both are declared, 
nowithſtanding they may be unbelievers, ſtill holy 
| Is 
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| (43) 1 
1 | 1s it aſked, upon what ground rde e 1A 
| bs, by virtue of the diſpenfation they live under, 4a 
which conſtitutes every one relatively holy, inde- 1 4 
pendent of faith, and unbelief. \Y 
b The Vifficulties of aſcertaining i in what ſenſe the - - 
f unbelieving party could be ſanQified by the oppo- c yl. | 
; ite, and which have occaſioned ſuch variety of \z 
: Opinions, are upon this view of the paſſage, done ; 5 
1 . ; and appeat entirely groundleſs. Thus un- 1 1 
Z derſtanding i it, we admit with vaſt force and advan- ] | Mm 
q tage 'Mr, Booth's remarks, , wherejn he obſerves, { | | | 
; « On this term, ſanQified, the inſpired writer, 1 
f ec ' manifeſtly lays a peculiar emphaſis ; ſuch an [ 
b « emphaſis, that itſeems to be the governing word | 
of the whole ſentence, and a key to its true 1 
* meaning.” It is, indeed, a word of vaſt i impor- ; 
portance: the whole paſſage reſts upon it, as its : 1 
baſis: all beſides this word in each clauſe, denotes, 5 © 
and diſtinguiſhes the perſon ſpoken of; this de- 1 
1 ſcribes his or her relative ſtate. The Apoſtle's con- x 1 
: cluſion concerning their offspring is natural, and . b 4 
the reaſon of it obyious, The promiſe on which | 1 3 | 
8 the relative holineſs of the parents ſtands, e MY f * 
'Y : includes the children; and thus coincides that _- 


other paſſage, if the root be holy, ſo are the 
branches. What farther tends to recommend this 
explanation of the text, is, that it anſwers the de- 
ſign of the Apoſtle, which appears from the con- 
text, to be the reconciling of the believing party 
of | x 0" 


(14) 


N to dvell with the unbelieving © it being Cat 
poſed, that aſier their marriage, either the buf- 
band, or the viſe, had been converted. The 


_ Apoftte*s words ere to this effefi, as add re ed to 


the believer on either fide, * 1 bo* the Grace of 


So, bath made fo great a change in you, that, _ 
your partner by marriage is juſſ the reverſe to. 


* yourſelf, remaining in a Rate of uubctief, yet 


_ © notwithſtanding, you are to regard him, under 


* the privileged Rate of the golpet, as relatively 
holy, and your children equally fo, Think not 


then of departing from him, O Wife, for what 


* knoweſt thou (and relative holine ls is. an en- 
* Couragemens to hope it may be fo in the uſe of 
* LOR whether thou: ſhalt ſave ihy hufband ? 


No key can beuer fit the wards of a lock, than 


this Interpretation. ſeems to correſpond with 
the drift and fcope of the Apoltie. h conle- 
quently bids the fairer io de the one intended. 


Upon the whole then, it appears en the ſuffrage | 


of Old-teftament predictions and promifes, and 


New-teſtament accounts, that there is the greateſt 


reaſon to regard all the nations of the earth, indif- 
eriminately, under an advantagious relative change 
of ſtate, for which they are indebted to the Loxp 
J=svs Cunisr. Well might a Multitude of the 
heavenly hoſt at the bizth of ſo extenſive a Mer- 


cy, bleſs and praiſe Cop, ſaying, glory 10 God in 


3 well towards mer. 
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Rule of adminiſtering the Bapiiſi iſmal 
dinance; who are the proper Subjecłs of its | 
and an Examination of Scripture Accounts 
defigned to Diſcover their Agreement, or 
Dijagreement with, their Confirmation or 
 Refulation, of the Author's vices ef B- 
3 | ; 
5 7 HE. defign . this work being vrofalledly + to 
aſcertain who are the PROPER SUBJECTS .of 


Baptiſm under the. goſpel diſpcaſation, and what 


the 2£GVULATING, PRINGIPL Eto be obſerved as 
to adminiſtering 4 the Ordinance, this is the proper 
place to lay before the Reader, the author' s ſenti- 
ments, together with thoſe upon che ule to 
which he objedts. "ME 

- Lathe jadgmentof - Anti-Pedobaptifts, che on- 


| + proper ſubjects of Baptiſm, are perſans deemed 


GENUINE | BELIEVERS ON A CREDIBLE re- 
FESSLON, OF FAITH. According to this ſentiment, 


all infauts and the greater part of adults, ate ex- 
cluded from the ordinance.— The gpinion of the 
Author of this work is, that, the right. and rule 


of adminiſtering the. bapiiſinal ordipance, - which 
< 


oe 
0 16 8 

eonfeſſedly hes with a miniſter, Shes on a differ- | 
ent footing; that true faith does not effentially 
conſtitute a proper ſubje& of baptiſm; that how. 
ever it may, or it may not be in the baptized, or 
however the ſaving advantage of this, as of all 
Other ordinances depends upon faith, (which is 
granted) that ſcripture holds ſorth other tenable 
ground than this, on which perſons may. ve ad- 
mitted to that ſacred 7 (1 ES 

Of theſe two ſentiments that, bei it which it may, 
muſt be the true and ſcriptural one, which bath 
the leaſt real inconveniencies attending it; is moſt 
fuiced to the Genius of the-goſpel ; maintains the 
harmony in che ſeveral parts of {cripture; and to 
Which things apparently contradiftory, may be | 
moſt ſafely and eaſily reduced. { 
Among other difficulties, the following lie in 
the way of embracing the Anti-Pædobaptiſt plan. 

1. On the part of the adminiſtrator of the or. 
dinance. ©ACmiſſion to baptiſm, ſays Dr. Gill, 
lies folely in the breaſt of the adminiſtrator, 
* who is the only judge of the qualifications for 
„it; and has the ſole power for receiving to it 
« and rejeQing from it; if not ſanttified, he may 
< rejett a perſon thought fit by a church and ad- 
mit a perſon to baptiſm not thought fit by a 
„ church. Body of Divinity. Vol. p. 312. Rn: 
« an arduous taſk devolves in this caſe upon a 


| a miniſter of Cant} Every miniſter, is offici. 
ally 


Cond 

ally, to decide upon the merit, or demerit of the. 
candidate ; and this depends upon his faith or 

_ 

unbelief, as the credibility and the incredibility 
of profeſſion will make it manifeſt. Cx EDIBLE 
PROFESSION! how vague the term! how varying 
and claſhing as to what conſtitutes it, may be the 
ideas of different miniſters. Who is to aſcertain 
what degree of knowledge, &c. what kind of 
. length of time, are neceſſary to make 
A PROFESSION CREDIBLE? After all is done to 
diſcover the ſincerity of the heart, who can take 
upon him to affirm, the perſon may not deceive 
himſelf, or elſe, impoſe upon others? A credible 
| profeſſion being made the ſtandard of adminſter- 
ing the ordinance to Adults, it is neceſſarily an 
UNCERTAIN RULE, and liable to vary, as miniſters 
entertain different opinions about it. A candi- 
date may be qualified in the judgment of one 
miniſter, who is not ſoin the judgment of another; 
and the latter may have an equal right to deter- 
mine unfavourably, as the former may, to do 
the contrary. Is it reaſonable to imagine, that 
.ever this was, can, or ought to be, the determin- 
ing rule of adminiſtration? A rule which may be 
multiplied into as many rules, and differing from 
one another, as adminiſtrators agree or diſagree 
about the nature of a credible profeſſion? Is it 
likely, that Chriſt would impower his miniſters 
| _ to baptize, each upon his own judgment? 
WM | According | 
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According to the judicious remarks of Dr. Gill, 
it is allowed, the ordinance of baptiſm lies ſolely 
with a miniſter, and that he is ſole-judge of the 
qualifications for it.—But, theſe admitted, it is 
highly defirable for the ſake of the baptizer, and 
candidate, yea, indiſpenſably requiſite, there 


| ſhould be ſome more determinate rule of guidance 


than credible profeſſion. This is to be ſought 
upon a plan where it is not poſſible to miſtake. 
This we offer in lieu of the other, by propoſing 
relative holineſs ; of, in other words, we would 
exchange that which is ſubje& to fuch un- 
certainty, difficulty, and inconvenience, for that 
relative ſtate ariſing from the abſolute and gra- 
cious Will of God. | 


2. The term ©all nations” uſed in Chriſt's 


commiſſion, and in other parts of Scripture, de- 


ſcriptive of the goſpel-diſpenſation, are, upon the 
Antipedo-baptiſt plan, indefenſible. Exceptions 
unavoidably follow it, to the excluſion of, by far, 
very far, the greater part of the nations. A few, 
very few comparatively deemed credible profeſſors, 
and, ALL NATIONS, are terms ſynonymous! Can 
Scripture give countenance to ſuch notorious im- 
proprieties ? Can the oracles of heaven tolerate 
ſuch an abuſe of words? . 
Free of ſuch embarrafſments, conſiſtent with 


the-nature of the baptiſmal ordinance, comporting 


with the general ſtrain of the goſpel, the follow- 
| : | | | ing 
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ing ground of adminiſtration i is urged, in the room 
of the other exceptionable plan. 


Tar RELATIVE STATE OF THE NATIONS. 
UNDER THE GOSPEL, IS IN ITSELF A SUF- 


 FICLIENT TITLE TO BAPTISM, AND is THE A- 


LONE INVARIABLE, CLEAR, AND CERTAIN 
RULE OF DIRECTION IN ADMINISTERING THE 
ORDINANCE. — 
It appears to me, the t two ordinances of preach- 
ing and baptizing, in a particular manner depend 
on this relative ſtate : it became neceſſary, there- 


fore, to inſiſt thereon in the firſt chapter; and hav- 
ing pointed it out in ſeveral paſſages, to examine 


its merit and uſe as to baptiſm, Such! is LITRE 3222 | 
of the preſent chapter. 


The prophetical, promilory, hiſtorical and TY 


trinal parts of ſcripture, juſtify the idea” of a 
change, greatly i in favor of the world at large, 


taking place on the coming of Chriſt. It is now 
for us to enquire, whether, upon that ground, the 
Nations may be baptized, as well as preached unto, 
INDISCRIMINATELY. Objettions to this idea, il 
any, are to be found—either in the nature of the 
relative ſtate and baptiſm, diſagreeing in them- 
ſelves—or ſomething repugnant to it in ſome di- 
vine order reſpecting baptiſm in accounts of th: 
adminiſtration of it, or elſe in paſſages addreſſed to 
perſons, as, or about to be baptized. Theſe in the 
following Pages, will be 9 examined: and I 
Ca truſt 
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truft, it will be ſhewn, that on a ſuitably doſe and 
_ Impartial inveſtigation, nothing like an inſupera- 
ble objektion ariſes from either of hem. On che 
contrary, it is preſumed, they will appear recon- 
_cilcable to the right aſſerted in behalf of the na- 


tions, and in various points of view, confirming 
them in it. 


U | 


6 To begin with the relative change, (or that 


holineſs whereof it conſiſts as a benefit) and 


the ordinance of baptiſm iiſelf. 


A Superſtruc- 


ture requires its ſoundation to be equal to it- 
ſelf, or it cannot ſtand thereon: an anſwerable con- 
ſiſtency and ſuitableneſs between the relative ſtate 
and baptiſm is diſcernible, or the argument from 


it muſt be abandoned and given up.—What is 
there in baptiſm, that will not allow us to attach 


it to the nations as conſtituted relatively holy under 
the goſpel? *I am led, ſays Dr. Williams, by an 
„ attentive and impartial ſurvey of thoſe ſacred 


* 


66 


paſſages that have any reference to the baptiſ-— 


mal right, to conſider it in its moſt general na- 


cc 


cc 


ec 


% 


ture, as the inſtituted ordinance of a regular 


admiſſion into the vilible kingdom of Chriſt, or 


as it is ſometimes called, the kingdom of hea- 


ven; wherein the MINISTER ſolemnly recog- 


nizes the fitneſs of the ba tized to be a ſubje@ 
of that kingdom.” As to the things repreſent- 
ed by it,“ the ſame author obſerves. “ Paſ- 


ſages of information relating to this particular, 
416 


5 
3 


e 
* 


. 611 
* are very numerous; but, if 1 miſtake not; 
© there is not one but is naturally reducible to 
w theſe two heads, viz. bleſſings exhibited by it, 
« and obligations reſulting from it. Under theſe 
two diſtin branches, there is the following enu- L 
meration. Bleſſings exhibited in the ordi ? , 
nance of the Chriſtian Baptiſm are“ Remiſhon 
of fins. Akts il. 38—Salvation thro? Culisr. 
« Mark xvi. 16. 1 Peter iii. 21. Union and 
« communion with Chriſt and with-his body the. 
church. 1 Cor. xii. 13. Rom. vi 3. 4. Kc. 
„ Colof. ii. 11.— 1. —Chriſt as our ſpiritual. | 
e covering and complete righteouſneſs. Gal. ifi. 43 
« 27,—The down-pouring of the Holy Spirit 5 
& Matth. iii. 11. Adds i. 5. Regeneration. John | 1 
« iii. 5. Tit. iii. 5.—SanQtification. x Cor. vi. 
11. Eph. v. 26. Gov all ſufficient” Under | 
the liſt of obligations, reſulting from baptiſm, art x 
obligations to Repentance. Acts xxii. 16. to # | | 
« deltroy,the body of fin. Rom. vi. 3. 4.—New- _ \'Y 
« neſs of life and heavenly-mindedneſs. Rom. vi. 1 
* 4. 8. 11. 13..19. &c. the anſwer of a good 2 
« conſcience towards God. 1 Peter iii. 21. filling | f 1 
2 up the place of departed chriſtians. Rom. xx. wo 
' 29. — Waiting for the promiſe of the ſpirit. | \.. =—_- 
. Ats ii. 38. gg, chap. 8. 12.—17.—Devoted-. . 7 


— 
* 
[es 


| . neſs to the grace and ſovereign Will of Gov, 

= FATHER, SON, and HOLY-GHosT. Matth. xxviii. 7 I 
19.“ —Anti-Pzdobaptiſm examined, vol. 1. 5 8 1 
chap. 2. The nature of the ordinance being | 
I ſought 


S ne 2 — Ps Eb wm 


(22) 


ſought "I in the above particulars, and having 4 
| twofold aſpeR, exhibitory and obligatory, what dif- 
agreement is there between baptiſm and relative 
holineſs ? It is only 4 viſivle fign of that ſtate of 
privilege into which the nations are brought un- 


der Chriſt. It is a viible mean, as well as preach- 


ing, of holding forth the ſame bleſſings, and lay- 
ing under the ſame obligations. Inſtead then, of 
any contradittion, there is an entire conſiſtency 
between relative holineſs and the baptifinal ordi- 
| nance, —There is no further bar in the way of 
any being baptized, than of their being preached 
_ unto, fo far as can be gathered from its na- 
ture.—What confirms this ſentiment, is, chat | 
both preaching and baptizing are claſſed 
together in the ſame general commiſſion. Matth. 
xvviii. 19. Both ordinances evidently grow up 
out of the ſame root, the implied relative ſtate. 
So far as the nature of an ordinance, in itſelf con- 
ſidered, can determine its uſe, and proper ſubjects, 
there is every reaſon to view it of the ſame extent 
as preaching with which it is coupled: and the 
objects of the latter, are ALL NATIONS. 

There is not a ſingle difficulty more in the way | 
of preaching to all indiſcriminately, than of bap- 
tizing them, from the general nature of the or- 
dinance. All that is required for preaching, is 
mere natural confent, from men as men, indepen- 


dent of cheir being unbelievers, or the contrary. 
Chriſt 


; Ing * 


(29) 
Chriſt hath inveſted his miniſters7with full au- 
thority to preach, and the nations with à right to 
the privilege of hearing, virtually in the very 
commiſſion. Some indeed, cannot be addreſſed as 
infants and perſons labouring under the infirmity 
of deafneſs to a great degree: not that, as parts 
of the nations, they have not an equal right, but 
natural incapacity forbids the full benefit 
thereof. With reſpe& to others, they have a na- 
tural capacity for preaching; are fit objects in 
that reſpeQ : ſtill however, their common con- 
ſent is requiſite, but this moſt eſſentially differs 
from true faith; and it is evident, perſons may 
attend preaching, and yet be unbelievers.—Vio- 
lence is not to be offered, in any branch of the 
miniſtry to the common law of nature, ſo that 
men ſhould be forced to it, contrary to their 
will. A diſregard of this principle hath occaſion- 
ed the perſecution which hath ſtained Church 
Hiſtory with ſo much human blood. Chriſt in- 
tends and enjoins in no ſhape, compulſzve violence. 
Common conſent, (notwithſtanding which perſons 
may be unbelievers) is alone requiſite on the a- 
fore- mentioned reaſon for miniſters to feel 
themſelves at liberty to preach to any; in like 
manner, we obſerve, ſo far as the argument re- 
ſpects the nature of the ordinance and its connee- | 
tion with preaching in the commiſſion, nothing = 
more than NATURAL ACQUIESENCE is needfut 


* 


3 


„ 

for baptiſm. Perſons may be baptized on barely 

not objeQing to it, as they may be preached unto, 
for-ought that. appears to the contrary from. the 
exhibitory andobligatory deſign of the ordinance. 

It is, in truth, a joint-mean with preaching, of 

exhibiting and obliging to the ſame things, belie- 

vers and unbelievers, indiſcriminately. 
Beſides: ordinances having always been attach- 

} ed to relative holineſs, in point of right or fact, a- 
mong Abraham's ſeed, it is natural to ſuppoſe 
the like to be the caſe, as to relative holineſs under 
the goſpel. It is notorious, that circumciſion was 
inſtituted, on purpoſe to be a ſign and ſeal of Abra- 
ham and his poſterity's external relationſhip to 
God.—lts general nature and uſe correſpond to 
baptiſm. Iſrael was not only preached unto, but 
SIRCUMCISED. The foundation of theſe diſtin. 
guiſhing privileges, was their relative holineſs. 

And is the felf-fame thing unequal under the diſ- 
penſation of the goſpel? Has it no outward, viſible 
general ſign annexed to it? Baptiſm, ſurely, if 
we conſider its general nature; if we view it by 
way of analogy with circumciſion, looks likely to 
be an inſeparable attendant upon it, and I dare 
not heſitate to ſay, it is. 

Dr. Doddridge in his Family expoſitor, deli. 

vers his ſentiments on 1 Cor, vii. 14. which was 

— noticed in the former chapter, after this manner, 
On the matureſt and moſt impartial conſidera- 


tion 
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ee tion, L muſt EP. it 10 refer ro al baptiſm, | 


nothing can be more apparent than that the word 
ce holy, ſignifies perſons who might be admitted to 


0 „ of the 1 Fm 4 Godt 5 IO 5 


N 


in. 2. With Iſaiah xxxv. 8. chap. lii. 1. Acts 


ws x. 28. Kc. And for the interpretation which. 
the Baptiſts have con- 
© tended for, that holy ſignifies legitimate, and 
% unclean illegitimate (not to urge that this ſeems 


85 ſo many of our brethren 


< an un-ſcriptural ſenſe of the word) nothing can 
be more evident, than that the argument will 
« by no means bear it.“ In the preceding re- 
marks on this paſſage, it bath been ſhewn, that 
'on a due rendering of the words, and affixing the 
moſt natural meaning to 'them, the unbelieving 
party as well as the oppoſite, is relatively holy. 
< Nothing is more apparent, Dr. Doddridge ob- 


£6 ſerves; than that all who are ſo, are to! be 
whe admitted to partake of the rites of God's peo 


4 ple.“ It föllows, that the -unbeliever! being 
equally holy in a relative ſenſe, with the believer, 


hath an equal rite” to baptiſm The whole palj- 


ſage therefore, ſerves to illuſtrate and confirm 
what we aſſert, that baptiſm is inſeparably joined 
to relative holineſs; and that the latter, is a "ſuf. 
Bicient title | to the former, e 


* . * „ - 
4 3 J 1 141 
” 


D. 11. Whether 


XIV. 2 chap. xxvi. 19. chap: XXXIil. 185 Exrfäd | 


* 


5 


IT. Whether that divine ander Math. xxviil, 
19. will oblige us to depart, from the groundwe 
have choſen, comes next to be examined. 
elt is, ſays Dr. Williams, an acknowledged | 
& fact that baptiſmal purification was familiar ly 
* known to the Jews, when John the Bapuſt 
made his appearance, and many ages before, 
1% Should a doubt of this fact ſtill remain, Dr. 

Gale ſtands ready to remove it; that the Jews, 

ſays he, on;account of ſeveral kinds of pollu- 

tion, uſed to purify themtelves by waſhing, can 
not be queſtioned; ; the diverſe bapt ms or waſh 
ings mentioned in the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, 

(chap. ix. 10.) make it inconteflible. It ap- 

. pears with ſuperior evidence, from the teſtimony 


of competent and unexceptionable witneſſes that 


"BAPTISM was well known as a ceremontal, pu- 
rifying rite, prior to the chriſtian æra: con- 
ſequently, our Lord appointed a ceremony 
which was in uſe before.” —Anti- pæd. vol. 2. 


p. 231. Baptiſm then being no novelty, Chriſt 


plainly aſſumed to himſelf, as was the caſe with 
John before him, an uſual: mode of purification. 
It is introduced as making part of the work of his 
diſciples. John iv. 2. Jeſus himſe}f baptized not, 
but his Diſciples. The original inſtitution of the 
ordinance is no where noticed, only the fa@ of 
Chriſt's Diſciples baptizing, (and doubtleſs by his 
g * is recorded. Baptiſm as uſed and ſanc- 
tioned 
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38 Co 
tioned by Chriſt in the firſt inſtance, impercep- 
tib'y and unawares, comes forward to our view. 
In truth, the formal primary inſtitutian of baptiſm 


by Chriſt, is only to be inferred, for it is no where 


declared. With regard to the” paſſage under im- 
mediate confiJeration, it is manifeſtly not inſtitu- 
tive, but merely directive as to the baptiſmal or- 


dinance; and the latter, in only one ſingle point 


of view. Well acquainted already with the na- 
ture, ſubjedts, and mode of baptiſm, the Apoſtles 
needed no inſtruction concerning them: wherein 


their ignorange required it, it is informing to them, 


and that is, as their miniſtry. was to extend to AL. 
NATIONS. To expect all that preciſion in this order 
as though it was the inſtitution of baptiſm, or no- 
thing was left us to learn about it, from other parts 
of ſcripture, is to ſtretch our expeſtations beyond 


their due bounds, The Apoſtles, ſurely, needed 
not to be taught things they could not but know ⅛ 


before upon the ſubje@ ; and their ſueceſſors have 
no reaſon to complain, unleſs it be unreaſonably in- 
ſiſted upon, that the whole of duty muſt be con- 
tained in a ſingle paſlage; or that ſufficient in- 
formation is not to be received from other paſ- 
ſages. Mr. Booth's words are unguardedly ſtrong, 
when he obſerves, *If we annex the idea of obſcu= 
* ry to a paſſage of this ſort, we either fink the 


« idea of obligation to regard i it, or impeach the 


*© wiſdom, or goodneſs, or the equity of the divine 
. legillator 5 


- ( 3 J; 


. 


we: legiflator:” There . we HE IVES and 
circumſtances conſidered, to give it the ſhape of 
an inſtitution : it is only. preceptive as to what had 


before been inſlituted, The paſſage ſeen in this 


Point of view, I proceed to make the following 
remarks with a view 10 elucidate its meaning and 


uſe. 5 | 
(1) This commiſſion PE what 4 we have be- 


de 1 


fore aſſerted, viz. a ſecret conſtitution an favor of its 


objects, prior to the words, and originating in the 
Mill of Chriſt, and his Father who ſent him. It was 


the will of the latter, agreeable to what he bad 


promiſed to Abraham, that in his ſeed, Cuklsr, 
all the nations of the earth ſhould be bleſſed. I 


alk, whether it does not look likely from the very 


face of our Lord's commiſſion, that he delivered it 
witha view to the performance of that ineſtimably 
precious promiſe ? It is beyond all reaſonable. 
doubt that this commiſſion reſpe&ts the divine 


Will, by which ALL nations are more favor- 


'ably ſituated, than before. Purſuant to it, the 
Apoſtles travelled to and fro, preaching the gol- 


pel of the kingdom. Inſpired with a genuine 


zeal for the Lord of Hoſts, with a glowing con- 


cern for the ſalvation of ſouls, Chriſt's miniſters - 
may itinerate to all parts of the earth, with the 
everlaſting goſpel in_their hand ; wherever they 
go, they have this commiſſion to produce, 
at once to ſhew the right of all nations to be 


preaches unto, and — right to preach to them. 
ö All 


. 


(29) 


S. * All that | is e for the nations having as 


Full enjoyment of their right, is NATURAL CON= 


s Nr, for they muſt not be comveLLeD. BY 
violE Nc. Hiſtorical accounts of goſpel-mil- 


ſionaries are agreeable to theſe remarks.— Theſe 
going on the benevolent deſign of introducing the 


goſpel where it was unknown, have undertaken 
the voyage or journey, under the notion of the 


inhabitants having a previous right to the Goſpel. 
The idea of their being believers or unbelievers, 
is on ſuch occaſions out of the queſtion. All which 
miniſters want, as the firſt ſtep to an eſtabliſhment 


of the goſpel, is LIBERTY to preach: common 


conſent, is enough to ſecure them this, and is 


CONE with a ſtate of unbelief in the perſons - 


giving it. Now the queſtion is, whether baptiſm is 

not to be adminiſtered on the ſame footing. Hav- 

ing this enquiry in view, I proceed to oblerve, 
(2) There is nothing in the naTurs of bap- 


tiſm in itſelf, which forbids its immediate. conjunc- 


tion with the other branch of the miniſtry, viz. 


preaching. From ought that appears as to its uſe, it 


may be claſſed and performed as a joint-mean with 
preaching to anſwer the ſame. ends. What has 
been before advanced concerning the nature of 
baptiſm, it is preſumed, abundantly evinces this. 
Its nature, then, allowing us to conſider. preaching 
and baptizing, as the names of ſeveral perſons 
under a — who 88 are equal in the part- 

| | nerſhip 
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nerſhip, it is plain, as far as the nature of the or- 


dinance is a guide, it may be adminiſtered upon 
the ſame ground As miniſters are warranted to 
preach to people, upon obtaining their leave, fo 
Jointly with this part of their work, they may 
baptize them, becauſe there is an equal reafon for 


doing the one as the other. | 


Here a proper place preſents itſelf for cativing 
baptiſm as a MIX ED ORDINANCE, partly pofiitue 
and partly moral, So the author of Anti-pæd. ex- 
amined, repreſents it with great propriety ard 
force of evidence. Whether it be conſidered as po- 
ſitive, or moral, or wherein it is partly both, it is 


conceived, it appears moſt naturally and advanta- 


geouſly ſo, as it is made parallel with preaching, 
% A poſitive inſtitute, is that, the reaſon of which 
* we do not ſee, prior- to external command, but 
„% which entirely originates in the ſovereign will 
« of the legiſlator.” Such is Dr. Williams's de- 
fcription of a poſitive inſtitution, and he fuppoles, 


his opponent, Mr. Booth, will not object to it. 


If this be its nature, ſome obſcurity, is to be ex- 
peRted in a commiſſion including the baptiſmal rite 2 
it is no further plain, than as it is plainly the ſover- 
eign will of the Legiſlator, Not to notice how 
much it behoves Mr. Booth, to allow a certain 
proper obſcurity in Chriſt's commiſſion to baptize, 
i it be poſitive, I aſk in what poſition its poſetrve na” 
ture moſt appears ?. As following, teaching, and 

certain 
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6530 * 
certain qualifications in the fubjefts, according to the 
baptiſt plan? Or, as we place it, parallel with 
preaching and ſeparable from it ? Baptiſm as ad- 
miniſtered to an adult, without a previous proceſs 
of teachirg and certain effects required, hath a 
more conſiſtent appearance as A POSITIVE IN 8TI= 


TUTE, than under any other circumſtances of ad- 


miniſtration. It has, on this footing, the aſpett of 
INDEPENDENCY, and the SOVEREIGN WILL OF 


THE INSTITUTOR 1s al Once CONSPICUOUS 


AND STRIKING. 

It is however true, bet! it is partly moral, not as 
requiring moral qualifications in the ſubjeQs be- 
fore-hand, but as denoting and obliging to moral 
uſes, and ends in them, when baptized. — So far 
then as the nature of baptiſm, whether poſitive or 


moral is conſidered, it is reducible with the great- 
eſt advantage to the baſis of a ſovereign conſtitu- 
tion, favorable to all nations. : 


- Baptiſm further conſidered as an ordinance out 
of the church, is a proper aſſociate with preaching, 
and both reſpe& the kingdom of heaven, or the 


diſpenſation of the goſpel, as it includes the world 


at large. 
3. Tothe remarks already made a eluci- 


dating the paſſage in hand, I add, the due render- 
Ing of the original muſt be ſettled; and when that 


is done, its jult and genuine meaning alſo, Here 
it ſhould be remembered. Nothing is capable 
T of fixing the * legiſlative — of a word, 

or 
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or phraſe, but a careful and impartial atten- 


tion to circumſtances —THAT muſt needs be the 


« moſt natural ſigniſication, which refults from a 
% due weighing of all circumſlances. | 
It is admitted that either, TEACH, or D1 SCIPLE 
ALL NATIONS is a proper tranſlation of the ori- 
ginal. If number, piety and learning can eſta- 


-bliſh the pretenſions of the Greek word to be ren- 


dered, diſciple, be it known, it has all theſe in ſup- 
port of it. Dr., Williams tells us, it would be 
eaſy to produce a 4 liſt of eminent authors, an- 
cient and modern, who render the original, word 
by, to proſelyte, to diſciple, or to make diſciples, as well 
as by, to tcach.—Authorities of not leſs weight 
than the following are producible, Bullinger, 
Dutch-Annotators, Pool's Continuators, Dod- 


| dridge, Turretine, Stockius, Beza, Gataker, 


Lightfoot, Hammond, Witſius; and this liſt might 
be increaſed by the names of many more. 

The term diſciple, as the ſame Greek word is 
engliſhed elſewhere, often appears in ſcripture, in 
the ſubſtantive form. Perſons are ſaid to be 
diſciples ; thus we read of Moſes's diſciples; and 
ſuch, it 1s notorious, were infants and adults, be- 
ing initiated by circumciſion. Some“ ſays Dr. 
Addington *may think it improper to call children 
diſciples ; but there ſeems no more improprie- 

ty in calling them diſciples of Chriſt, than ſer- 
vants of God, as in Ley, xxv. 41. 42. And 
| they 


r 

they ſeem at leaſt included, if not prineipally re- 
ferred to, in the term in Acts xv. 10. where the de- 
lign of the judaizing teachers, which is mentioned, 
Akts xxi. 21. as the ſcheme for circumciſing their 
children, is cenſured as an attempt to put a yoke 

upon the neck of the p1isciPLEs.” The learned 
and judicious Turretine remarks, the word, 
which Chriſt here uſes, does not ſo properly ſigni- 
fy to ack I oredching as MAKE DISCIPLES, Which 
may be done by the adminiſtration of baptiſm, it 
being a Sacrament of initiation. Thus John iv, 
1. Mathetas polein (the Greek in Engliſſi Characters) 
is not ſimply to teach, BUT TO MAKE DISCIPLES, 
and to introduce into a profeſſional ſtate of dif. 


Cipline, as among the Jews, perſons were often 


made diſciples, not as already taught, BUT IX OR- 
- DER TO BE TAUGHT. Thus a Gentile addreſ- 


| fed Hillel, make à proſelyte of me, that thou mayeſt 


teach me. And that the word is ſo to be underſtood 

bere, is demonſtrable from the word afterwards, 
rendered teaching, which appears tautological, un- 
leſs the firſt word refers to ſomething more than 
that,” Turretini Theologia.— What was the 


judgment of Juſtin Martyr concerning the con- 
troverted word in the commiſſion, as well as 


what was the practice of his time, which was 
very early in the ſecond century, appears 
from one of his apologies : wherein he obſerves, 
there were in his day, © feveral men and 
| 2 women 
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women fixty or ſeventy years old, who from in- 

fants, had been diſcipled to Chrift.” Here, ſays 
Dr. Williams, noticing this paſſage,” he uſes _ 
the very word of commiſſion, with which Bap- 

tiſm is ſo [trialy and inſeparably connected.“ 
Ignatius in his Epiſlle to the Romans, ſpeaks of 
his being p1sc1yLED by his ſufferings from his 
perſecutors. The uſe of the ſame Greek word 
in connettion with ſufferings, which are figu- 
ratively ſtiled baptiſms in ſcripture, favors, at 
leaſt remotely, a more genera] ſenſe of the term, 
then mere teaching; and ſurely does not contra- 
dif the idea of baptiſm as a mode of diſcipling. 
Having examined ſuch paſſages where the term, 
DISCIPLE, either as a Subllantive, or elſe as a Verb 

occurs, I have not been able to perceive- in 
one of them, any thing to eſtabliſh its limited 
meaning teach. The propriety of rendering 
THE VERB, diſcipie, is acknowledged in tranflat- 
| ing the $5UBSTANTIVE after that manner. Then 
: why are they not invariably ſo enghfhed ? How 
comes it to paſs, that the ſame Greek word is one 
while, and uniformly, as a Subſtantive rendered 
DISCIPLE, anon, as a verb, tcach ? I anſwer, that 

in many paſſages, it would be manifeſtly harſh and 

improper to render the ſubſtantive by teach, though 

it is lo ſtrictly urged, and contended for, to be the 
meaning of the verb in the commiſſion. How 
wncoutbly would the following paſſages run, 
= | When 
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When ks had made an end of comManvDinG his 


rAauGHT.— Matth. xi. 1. Teach us to pray as 
Joùn taught his TAuGuT. Luke xi. 1. V any 


man come to me, and hate not Nis father, and mo- 


ther, wife, and children, and brethren and ſiſters, 
yea and his own life alſo, he cannot be wy Taucur, 
Luke xiv. 26, If neceſſity, or conveniency, in- 
troduced the tranſlation of the ſubſtantive, by 


diſciple, it had been better to have retained it on all 
occaſions. This, however, is no where the caſe» 


vhen the Verb is uſed; and the variation, from 
what is evidently the occaſion of it, coun= 


tenances the idea of the original word, being of 


greater latitude than ſome are willing to allow 


it. Beſides, TEACH occurs twice over in the 


commiſſion according to the common render- 
ing. But if the ſame thing is meant, why not the 


fame Greek word uſed in both places? Why a i 


needlels tautology of ſenſe, and ſuperfluous variety 
of language ?—lf the laſt word rendeted teach- 
ing is explanatory of the firit, properly tranl- 
lated diſcipic, BAPTIZING which immediately follows 


it, may be referred to it allo, If it be quite 


diſtinct, then it follows, perſons may be diſciples 
without teaching. If teaching and baptizing are 


referable to the firſt word, then diſciple ſtands as 
A GENERAL TERM, 
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Mr. Booth ſeems to think the Apoſtle Paul bas 


helped him to a declaration much to his purpoſe, 
and quite inconſiſtent with the idea of its being an 
apoſtolic duty to make perſons diſciples by baptiz- 
ing them. Chrift ſent me not to, bapiize, but to preach 
the goſpel. 1 Cor. i. 17. Mr. Booth remarks, 
* on the ſuppoſition of its being an apoſtolic duty 
* to make perſons diſciples by baptizing them, 
either the Apoſtle Paul received a commiſſion 


0 from his divine Lord eſſentially different from 


te the words under conſideration, Matth. xxviii. 
c 19. or, he failed to a great degree in the 


execution of it, eſpecially among the Corin- 
„ thians. Our opponents at every turn inſiſt 


© that the great Law-giver ordered his eleven 
*« Apoſtles to diſciple all nations by baptizing 
e them; while he who laboured more abun- 
% dantly then they all, tells us, that he was not 
* ſent, comparatively ſpeaking, to baptize even 
, thoſe that believed. Conſequently, he waò not 
© {ent to make diſciples, in that way for which 
“ our opponents plead, is clear from the copy of 


* it, which Luke has recorded. Nay, ſo far from 
thinking it would have been his happineſs to 
% have made a multitude of the Corinthians dif. 
ec ciples by baptizing them, that he thanks God | 


© he has baptized but very few : and this he does, 


* while claiming the honour of having been the 


« favoured inſtrument of converting a great part 
. 5 8 4c of 


EC 
© of thoſe that were-ſaints in the city of Corinth,” 
Thus far Mr. Booth: and notwithſtanding his view 
of the paſſage, I cannot help thinking, it requires 
a different comment and concluſion. Mr, B. will 
not himſelf preſume to deny (for how can any 
one ?) that part of Paul's buſinefs was baptizing ; 


and that he ated under this general commiſſion, 


made to the eleven Apoſtles. If baptiſm was a 
branch of miniſterial duty, or .a bencfit conterred 
on the ſubjett of it, could Paul, conſiſtently ei- 
ther with truth or charity, thank God abſolutely, 
that he did not baptize, or was not ſent for that 


work ? Impoſſible. Paul intends no ſuch thing . 


but it is evidently an expreſſion, which the parti- 
cular circumſtances of the Corinthians prompted 
him to uſe. There were diviſions in the church : 
they were ſplit into parties, and each had its head 
or maſter. One ſaid I am of Paul, another, I am 
of Apollos, &. Whence is this? The Apollle in 


effect aſks, by proceeding thus: Is Chriſt divided? 


was Paul crucified for you, or were you baptized _ 


in the name of Paul? You have no pretence, as 


it happens, for what you do in ſetting me up as 
your maſter, from my baptizing you. And how- 
ever it is my work and delight to baptize as well 


as to preach, I thank God, under your divided 


circumſtances, that you have it not in your power, 
from any part that I took in adminiſtering that 


name, 


ordinance for you, to ſay, I baptized you in my 


| ( 3857) 
name, or made; you, in a ſort diſciples of mine. 
I hey were baptized, and many of them too, as 
appears from AQs xviii. 8. Conſequently, there 
was a baptizer beſides Paul, at Corinth. and: in 
reference to that providence of God, which pro- 
vided him with an auxiliary in that part of his work, 
and not to his general commiſſion, he adds, God 
ſent me not to baptize, but to preach the goſpel 
among you. If theſe remarks ſubjoined to Mr. 
Booth's, are deemed more natural and preferable. 
than his by the impartial reader, the paſſage a- 
5 grees to the idea of its being an apoſtolic duty to 
make perſons diſciples by baptizing them, and 
| ſtrongly confirms it, if any force be allowed to 
the Apoltle's reaſoning. | 
In Acts xiv. 21. it is related concerning Paul 
and Barnabas at Derbe, that when they had 
preached the Goſpel to, (literally according to the 
Greek) EVANGELIZED THAT CITY, and taught 
(Greek,) DIsCIPLED MANY, they returned again to 
Lyftra. In this paſſage we have all that is pre- 
ſerved of the hiſtory of this place, as it relates' 
to the miniſtry of choſe two faithful fervants of 
Chriſt there. The conſequence of their coming 
to it, and opening their commiſſion, was, they 
evangelized the place. They miniſterially recog- 
nized the whole city by preaching in it, as within 
the compaſs of the commiſſion by which they 
ated, They d:ſcipled many in it, —It is manifeſtly 
; a very 


(809) 


a very ſummary account that is contained in this 


latter clauſe. Did they only teach many? Did 


they not baptize them ? Doubileſs they did; but 
all, the hiſtory. tells us, is, THEY WERE DISCIPL= 
£Dd.—Surely then, this phraſe is proper to expreſs, 
and repreſent chem, as both baptized and taught 2 
their baptiſm is not barely inferable from it, but 


included in the common term.—lIt is obſervable, 


that the word, diſciple, is not introduced in Scrip- 
ture, as adopted by Chriſt, nor applied to particu- 
lar perſons, till chere is good reaſon to conclude 
they were baptized. Chriſt is even ſaid to teach 
multitudes, and they are ſaid to follow Him; who 
nevertheleſs, ſeem diſtinguiſned from Diſciples. 
Matth. v. 1. &c. It is true there is an entire ſilence 
obſerved concerning the baptiſm of the twelve diſ- 
ciples, but doubtleſs as baptizers of others, they 
were baptized themſelves, tho? the fact of their be- 
ing ſo, is not recorded. The firſt time, New-teſta- 
ment hiſtory makes mention of perſons being 
made diſciples, is, when they are ſaid to have been 
baptized. — The paſſage alluded to, 4s John iv. 1. 
On this Mr. Booth obſerves, To make diſei- 
« plesand to baptize one or another, are plainly 
« repreſented as different actions: for Jeſus made 
«© more dilciples than John, tnough He baptized 
© not any of them.” The purpoſe for which, 
this Author makes the obſervation, is very plain, 
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but it is by no means ſo clear, that the paſſage wil! 


juſtify it. It muſt be allowed to be of importance, 


to regard the circumſtances of a text, in order to 


determine the defign of it, and after what man- 
ner, the Phraſeology is to be underſtood. Now 


the circumſtunce and language controverted in. 
this text are evidently introduced, merely to 
account for the departure of Chriſt from Judæa. 


The increaſe of his Diſciples had excited the 


Jealouſy of the Phariſees, and he retreated to 
Galilee, to eſcape the conſequences of it. The 
Hiſtorian with a view to account for the removal 
of Chriſt to this latter place, relates the rumour 
which had reached the ears of the Phariſees con- 
cerning him. That which rendered Chriſt ob- 


noxious to this ſec was, making diſeiplæs, and this 


in general, would be naturally reported to them, 
and the other clauſe, . and baptized,” to confirm 
the former, as aflerting a general fact. There is 


no room, therefore, whether we conſider it as a 


matter which ſome reported to the Phariſees, or as 
related by John, to conceive, either the one or the 
other meant, to repreſent the actions of making dif. 

ciples and baptizing fo diſtind, as Mr. B. ima- 
gines. The diſciples baptizing is nothing to the 
purpoſe, for it was the ſame, done by his authori- 
ty, as if Chriſt did it himſelf : and accordingly 


be is ſaid to have baptized, Nor is it likely, 


chat 


(41 
that the Phariſees, to whom the report was carried, 
and in reference to whom this hiſtorical circum» 


' tance is mentioned, conſidered making diſciples, 
and baptizing, different and diſtintt actions. 
What ! the Phariſees, ſo apt to boaſt themſelves 
the diſciples of Moſes, among whom Bey. were 
entered by circumciſion ! 

© To make diſciples, and to baptize” one or 
another, are plainly repreſented as different aQti- 
ons, rox JESUs made more diſciples than Johns 
though He baptized them not If baptizing and 
making diſciples, be ſo very diſtindꝭ, and it is evident 
the making diſciples, was the obnoxious circum- 
| ſtance to tbe Phariſees, what occaſion, for adding 
any thing about baptiſm, or for the Hiſtorian's en- 
larging upon it ? If it be ſo very diſtin, was it 
not immaterial, neither here nor there, whether 


it was mentioned or not? But the Hiſtorian | 
takes pains to inform us, that Jz=svs baptized not, 


but bis diſciples.—LIs not this beſt accounted for, 
I beg leave to aſk, by thus conſidering the drift 
of the paſſage in queſtion, © Jeſus made, and for 
that purpoſe, baptized more diſciples than John, 
by means of his twelve diſciples.“ Mr. B. very 
well knows, that and in the paſſage, is exegetical, 
as well as copulative, and anſwers; in ſenſe to 


even, when it follows ſome general deſign or fat. 


mentioned, and ſomething is introduced, which js. 
a branch or mode thereof. The clauſe then: 


and, or even baptized, ſeems particularly noticed, as 
t . part 
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„„ part of the report made to the Phariſees, which | 
as a branch of Chriſt's work by his diſciples, 
would certify the circumſtance ſo offenſive to 
them of his MAKING DISCIPLES, —lt may be ob- 
ſerved, that it is with little propriety, Mr. B. 
Taiſes'the diſtinQions, which he does upon this 
paſſage, after the account given in'the preceding 
chapter, by ſome of John's diſciples, concerning . 
- Chriſt. Rabbi, he that was with thee beyond Jordan, 
to 'whom thon | bareſt witneſs, BEHOLD THE SAME 
'BAPTIZETH, and ALL MEN COME TO HIM. So 
far from diſcarding baptizing, as no part of mak- 
ing diſciples, theſe paſſages may be added to 
others in ſupport of the contrary. ” 
Nr. B. well aware of the importance of limi- 
ting the ſenſe of diſciple all nations to teach, in 
ſupport of his cauſe, labors hard to eſtabliſh it to 
the excluſion of any thing beſides.— But after all, 
that he hath ſaid, and all which he produces from 
others, there is one thing, on which I think, I 
may venture to challenge him. "Namely, to pro- 
duce a paſſage, where the original word in 
the commiſſion is uſed, and applied to perſon or 
character, under che- name of diſciple, or diſci- 
pled, and Baptiſm may not fairly and eaſily be con- 
ſidered as meluded in its general import. 

Till this is done, all beſide is labor loft. —If 
it cannot be done, but on the contrary, Scripture 
uſes it as a general term in other places, there is no 

| : reaſon 


*« 83 — 
reaſon, but what predileQion for a particular by- CS 
potheſis ſuggeſts, to regard it in its limited ſenſe, | ; 

teach, —To adopt the words of Dr. Guyſe, 
in a note upon Chriſt's commiſſion. Upon the 
above grounds, to me it ſeems, * That, diſciple als 8 

4 nations, relates to the whole deſigu of Chriſt's | 

commiſſion, for making Jiſciples to him, and | 

that baptizing and teaching, are mentioned as 

particular branches of that general deſign, the 

order of which, was to be determined by the 

« circumſtances of things.“ See his 
phraſe. 

Diſciple all nations thus underſtood, the latter 
pbraſe, all nations, will bear a conſiſtent ſenſe, as 
it denotes ONE GREAT WHOLE, conſiſting of ever 
ſo many parts. Upon Mr. Booth's and the Bap- 

' Liſt interpretation of it, confining it to teach, in- 

_ cluding therein its particular effects, it cer- 
tainly dwindles into a very ſmall. number. * Ac- 
* cording to the principles of our opponents, 

* the term, Nation, muſt have, a very fingular 1 

. indeed, for in the firſt place, they 

* exclude from it, all infants and young 

children, and in the next place, they would ex- 
clude from it all adults, che few, comparatively 
very few excepted, who are deemed by them fit 

« ſubjeats for baptiſm. Well, when they have 

taught them, few as they may be, the NATION | 
is diſcipled!” So Dr. Williams remarks, and 
| F 2 if 
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ſenſe; and if ſo, why ſhould they be excepted. 


n 


if ſuch be the natural conſequence, is it not 


enough to render their limited ſenſe ſuſpected? | 
And the more ſo by Mr. Booth, who inſiſts, 
hat this law is moſt expreſs and unequivocal. 


How Mr. B. would get rid of the arguments 
taken from the objects of the commiſſion all na- 
tions, in combating with a Pzdobaptiſt, the tollow- 
ing extract will ſhew. * All nations are to be 
„ diſcipled. Infants are part of the nations. 
te therefore, ſay Mr. Henry and others, 4nfants 


© muſt be diſcipled by being baptized. As if 


« whenever we find any thing mentioned in the 
« new Teſtament, reſpecting all nations, we were 
« obliged to conſider millions of infants, as im- 
* mediately intereſted in it? But whether this 
« be a faQ, let the following examples declare. 
« Matth. xxiv. 9. 14. Rom. xvi. 26. Mark, 
xi. 17. Rev. xiv. 8. xv. 4. xviii. 23. Rom. 
« XV. 11. Pſalm, lxxii. 11. 17. Ixxxvi. g. cxvii. 
% 118. 16. Zech. xiv. 2. Mal. iii. 12. Now 
« as in theſe and other paſſages, the terms, nation, 
« all nations, are uſed without any reference to 
« infants ; the arguments formed upon them, by 
our oppoſers muſt be quite futile,” Confident 
as our remarker may be, that theſe paſſages arc 


uſed without any reference to infants, TRUTH 


will juſtify the obſervation, they may, every one 
of them, have a reference, in a very conſiſtent 


Mr- 


| 448-3 
If Mr. B. is unfortunate in bis liſt of ſpeci- 
mens, the argument formed upon the terms, 
nations, and all nations, from ought that appears 
to the contrary in the texts produced, is valid. 
After a cloſe examination of thoſe paſſages, 


where the terms in queſtion occur, I venture ona 


publication of the following remark: namely, 


that where they are uſed, as large colleQive bo-— 


dies, and things are deſcribed as done to, or per- 
formed by a nation, or nations as fuch, indivi- 
duals of all fexes and ages, are included, as hav- 


ing one common intereſt therein. Now if the 


idea of intereſt is transferred to our Lord's 
commiſſion, which hath expreſsly for its obje&s all 
nations, it is but maintaining an uniformity of in- 
terpretation in the ſacred Scriptures, and eſta- 
bliſhes the intereſt of all, indiſcriminately, in the 


branches of the commiſſion, baptizing and teach- | | 


ing. 
Millions of infants, as acknowledged in the laſt 
quotation from Mr. B's work—and it may be 


added, millions of adults alſo, are no: a little con- 


cerned in the juſt ſenſe of this leading text; 
for as that is determined, they are all either ex- 


cluded from, or admitted to participate, de jure, 


i. e. in point of right, the benefit of the commiſſion. 
That ſcheme which impoveriſhes the phraſe, all 
nations, by millions and millions of infants and 
adults, * well be ſuſpected to be wrong, as 


repugnant 
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repugnant to propriety of expreſſion, and the 
feelings of humanity alſo. By what authority 


is ſuch an unnatural, unprecedented diſmember- 
ment of the objective term, made? Is it out of 
conveniency to the term, teach, aſſerted to be the 


ſtrict and only meaning of the verb, rendered 


properly Diſcipie? That ſenſe, which vill not 


admit of a compromiſe between the two terms, 


but if maintained as to either, vill offer vio- 
lence to both in turn, muſt certainly be illegiti- 


mate. This is the unavoidable conſequence of 


the baptiſt rigid interpretation, therefore let it be 
caſhiered—and that which will be more accom- 
modating between the ſeeming oppoſites, teach 


and all nations, be adopted. The ſenſe, deſerving 


of acceptance on this ground, is, (even if the firſt 
word be rendered teach) that which has been juſt 


hinted, under the idea of common intere/t; and may be 


ſeen under the following obſervations upon Mark 
xvi. 15.—To this paſſage, I immediately proceed, 
becauſe it is a parallel one and, as Mr. 
Booth ftiles it, another copy of the enacting 


ſtatute reſpeAing baptiſm. And he ſaid unto them, 


Go ye into all the World, and preach the Goſpel, 


to every creature. He that believeth and is baptiz- 
ed, ſhall be ſaved, but he that beiicueth not, ſhall 


be damned. 
On making the ſlighteſt compariſon between 
the two, a diſparity is at once perceivable ; and 
| - of 
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of FEY two copies, that in Matthew is .found 
the moſt perfect In this, recorded by Mark, 


preaching only is noticed in the preceptive park. 
Baptiſm makes its appearance in the charatter 
drawn afterwards of one who hall be ſaved. 


The difference which appears incontroverti- 


bly, in theſe two copies, though relating 
to the ſame object, and where our oppo- 


nents ſeem to expect language the moſt expreſs, 


is not a little extraordinary. If it be maintained 


(as ſome do according to Matthew's commiſj- 


ſion) there is a teaching. previous to baptiſm, 

and a teaching after, expreſſed by two different 
Greek words—it is natural-to aſk, to which does 
Mark's copy anſwer. To the firſt or to the laſt ? 
if to the firſt, there is in that caſe an omiſſion, 
or {eace, as to baptiſm and ſubſequent „ 
ing, as ſuppoſed in Matthew's account —If to 


the laſt, it is then moſt likely to be, as we con- 


ſider it in Matthew, a branch of the general 
deſign, as contained in the firſt word, and 
properly rendered, diſciple. 

Of the two caſes, there can be little heſita- 
tion, in pronouncing, which claims the prefer- 
ence—for, admitting the firſt, Mark's 
ſtrangely falls ſhort of Matthew's. If the laſt, 


the firſt word in Matthew's, unleſs it be a general 


term, muſt be ſuperfluous. This by the way, 
is a #reſumptive argument of its partaking of a 
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greater latitude, at the head of the Paſſage, 
and that os teaching, are the modes 
of it.— 

Preach the goſpel to every creature. If I miſtake 
not, there is juſt and ſtrong ground to con- 
clude the ſenſe of this clauſe, expreſſed in words 
to the following effect. Miniſters are authori- 
fed to look upon young and old, in- 
cluſively, as teachable de jure, i. e. in point 
of right. Not one is under any diſqualifying hin- 
drance from the commiſſion itſelf, This, as a 
legal inſtrument, conveys and ſecures to the 


World at large, a grant and right which they 


had not before. The miniſtry of the Apoſtles, 
was confined heretofore, to the Jews, by a pro- 
hibitory clauſe, Matth. x. 5. Conſequently, till 
their commiſſion is enlarged, Gentiles, adults and 


| infants, were de jure, in point of right, un- 


TEACHABLE. Since the commiſſion before us, 


| ALL are to be regarded as fit objects for mini- 


ſterial teaching, not from any qualifying circum- 
ſtances in themſelves, but in the Redeemer's 


authoritative grant and conſtitution. Is it a 


matter of inquiry why the goſpel is preached 
to any, the anſwer is, becauſe our Lord im- 
powers his miniſters to conſider them teacha- 
ble.—But how ?—As grown to years of matu- 
rity or underſtanding ? No, for it is evident, 
that prior to this enlargement of the miniſterial 
_ commiſſion, 


> 
commiſſion, the Gentiles, in point of capacity, were 
teachable, when they were not ſo, in point of 
_ right—lInfants and adults, ſtood upon an equal 


footing, ſor want of this commiſſion, however, 


different as to age and capacity, &c. Under the 
commilſion, their caſe is juſt the reverſe, the de- 
fign of our Lord being to eſtabliſh a general 
right : and what, from circumſtances is ſo evi- 
dently the ſpirit of the paſſage, ought, in all rea- 


ſon, to regulate our interpretation of the letter of 


it. Was every per ſon's capacity made the mea- 
fure of our Lord's commiſſion, and the ſtandard 
of a right to preaching, what abſurdities would 
follow? The deaf among adults, as well as in- 
fants, muſt, for that incidental infirmity, be ' ſet 
aſide, as not concerned in this commiſſion. Per- 
ſons at different times, under different circum- 
ances, are intereſted and not intereſted. Inter- 
eſt (ſtrange to tell!) will, in this caſe, be ſuſpen- 
ded on hearing, or the loſs of it. Vet, if the 
deaf are nol blind alſo, the uſe of God's word 
by their eye-ſight, proves, they are juſt as much 
intereſted, in reſpect of right, as if they had the 
ulſe of their ears, as well as their eyes. 

To underſtand the general commiſſion inthe two 
copies without the above latitude, would it not ſeem 
to be an impeachment of Chriſt's wiſdom, - dero- 
gatory to his authority—and virtually ſubverſive 
of the miniſtry of the goſvel ? If when he ſays, 


G | preach 
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*Preach the goſpel to every creature,” &c. He 
had no deſign to eſtabliſh a certain univerſal 
right, or intereſt. therein, would not other lan- 
guage have been cholen, more adapted to the 
limitations and exceptions, with which the words 
are incumbered. on the Antipzdobaptiſt plan, 2.37, 
to give an univerſal intereſt, be the object he has 
in view, it at once comports with his wiſdom, 
dignity, and authority, by fixing, every Crea- 
ture, all Nations” in a preaching, teachable, bap- 
tizable State; riſing above, and not regarding, 
as an | hindrance to their CONSTITUTED ca- 
PACITY,. any natural incapacity from age, infir- 
muy, &c—lf this commiſſion. be weakened, will 
not the Miniltry which ſtands upon it as a Baſis, 
totter? Is it not owing to the ſanQtion of this 
commiſſion, that Miniſters preach the goſpel to 
auy— and if to any, then to all, dé jure, but if their 
official right to preach to all, be denied, it is 
in effect, denying a right to preach to any. 
Nou, all who are conſidered teachable in right 
of the Grant, are baptizable. Adults and Infants 
are conſtituent parts of all nations; teaching and 
baptizing, are parts of the commiſſion, common 
to both parts of the nations, Infants and Adults. 
Natural capacity from age, &c. 4 ſpiritual ca- 
pacity including believing, &c. are only ſecondary 
things, mere circumltances.—A CONSTITUTED 
 CAPACITY——A GIVEN INDISCRININATE RIGHT, 


bj is, 


4 


( 51 1 
is, I conceive, the pxINciPAL THING in i the e con- 
MISSION, as sUcu—Miniſters are to preach to 
Adults, not only for their ſakes perſonally, but 
virtually recognizing the given right of ALL their 
Fellow-creatures to the ſame. Baptiſm, is to be 
ad ainiſtered as declarative to the ſame ex- 
a 48 | | 1 

« Every Creature, all Nations” viewed through 
the medium of our Lord's Grant, are upon an 
EQUALLTY,—In the execution of this commiſſion, 
Fidelity to their Maſter demands of Miniſters, 
that all be treated as xquat, Which way is this 
to be done? Is it not by baptizing Infants, who 
are in poſſeſſion of the right, and are capable 
ſubj eds of the ordinance ? Incapable of actual 
preaching, (to which, nevertheleſs, they have 
a right) there is the greater reaſon, that they 
ſhould be baptized, to which the grant and 
natural Capacity concur ; that thereby the whole 
of the Commiſſion, and their Right to baptiſin and 
teaching, may be acknowledged in the admini- 
ſtration of oN E ordinance. 

ADULTS are equal in reſpett of this commil- 
| fion. To recur to what has been ſaid, I aſk, 
why are they teachable? I anſwer, from a vx 
RIGHT, independent of underſtanding, &c. Why 
baptizable? The reply is the ſame. The in- 
tervention of particular effects of the miniſtry, 
producing a credible profeſſion of faith, as con- 


(3 2 ſtituting 


CSS 


ſtituting a right to baptiſm, appears to me totally 
unauthorized by the commiſſion. . Baptizing and 
teaching, as branches of Chriſt's general deſign, 
are aſſociated ; they are, de jure, of equal ex- 
tent, which is the thing to be regarded ; and 
therefore, adults are, indiſcriminateſy e 
to preaching as well as baptizing, to bap- 
tizing as well as preaching. Particular quali- 
fications, ſuch as are ſuppoſed on the plan of 
Antipædobaptiſts, are not within the compals 
of a commiſſion to miniſters, as ſuch. Belicv- 
ing, repenting, &c. are things which may be 
brought about, and doubtleſs are, by the mi- 
niitry : both ordinances are appointed for theſe 
ends ; and the Lord may, and often does render 
them effeAual. But is not the diſtip ion juſt, 
neceſſary, and manifeſt, between, Effects flow- 
ing from the immediate Agency of the Holy 
Spirit, and baptizing and teaching, as commit= 
ted to miniſters. What would the Apoſtles 
have had reaſon to ſay, when the commiſſion 
was juſt iſſued, or miniſters till, as acting un- 
der it, if we are to conſider, diſciple all nations, 
Teach all nations, as ſynonymous with, make them 
true believers, real penitents. Though it is granted, 
Faith, Repentance, and Salvation, are the 
deſigned ends of the miniſtry, on the part of 
Chriſt, yet, it is impoſſible, that diſcipling, 
reaching, baptizing, ſhould be a Law to miniſters, 


but 
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but as ME ANS—Repentance and aich averalioits 
for which no human Being is, or can be ſtrie- 
ly, either equal or reſponſible, The rer, 
as aſſigned in the commiſſion, hath reſponſibility, 
and capacity attached to it; and who muſt 
not perceive, that theſe can only relate to the ex- 
ternal work of teaching and baptizing. Let im- 
partiality judge then, whether it is not reaſon- 
able to conclude that the Nations have a right 
to baptizing and teaching, according to the 

ſtate in which the. commiſſion becomes a raw 

to miniſters. Is it a law to miniſters, only as 

it relates to external teaching and baptizing ? 

What is the concluſion, with reſpe& to 

the nations, but that, in the moment, thay, 
miniſters are in a ſituation, externally. to teach 
them, they are at the ſame time, in a fitua- 

ton, as warranted by the commiſſion, to bap- 
tize them, If this be true, Believing and Re- 
penting, are not to be taken into the account, 

but under the notion of prerequiſites to baptiſm, - 
to be diſcarded, as they are in regard to. 
preaching, whatever uſe they may be of, on o- 
ther accounts, under both ordinances. 

But is not, Mark xvi. 16. inimical to the 
point contended for, where it is ſaid. He thay 
believeth and is baptized, ſhall be ſaved, He that 
believeth not, ſhall be damned. Often. as this text 
is cited by Mr. B. and Others, as containing 


all 


) | 
an indiſpenſable. qualification for baptiſm, © 
ſuſpeQ, it will not anſwer the purpoſe intended. 
If baptiſm reſts on a credible profeſſion of faith, 
which is the ſentiment of our opponents; to 
countenance it, the pbraſeology ought to be ve- 
ry different, and the words run after the fol- 
lowing manner, He that credibly profeſſeth to believe. 
To this variation from the letter of the text, the 
declaration which follows, ſhall be ſaved, is to- 
tally repugnant. —Savey! conſequently, a GEN 
UINE BELIEVER, ſo that if we find a RULE 
here, our conduct muſt anſwer to this principle, 
Genuine believers only are to be baptized, A judg- 
ment of charity will, in this cafe, not be fufficient 
to determine, who is a proper Candidate: no- 
thing leſs than a judgment of certainty will do. 
But, alas! the latter is not to be had ; and if 
a judgment of charity is propoſed in lieu, it 
is evidently deviating from the text in queſ- 
tion ; and not only ſo, but lies open to the charge 
of an uncertain rule, varying as the temper, or 
views of the adminiſtrator, may differ. As 
„He that believeth and is baptized,” cannot 
ſerve as a rule, ſo it is plain, it was not in- 
' tended to do fo; otherwiſe, we ſhould have 
found i. in the preceptive part of the verſe be- 
fore, whereas in the place in which it ſtands, it 15 
a deſcription of the sxvtv, and with its op- 
polite, of the pazx NED according to chareQters 
exilling 


ag 
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exiſting under the goſpel-diſpenſation. By the 
UNBELIEVER, of whom nothing is ſaid concerning 
baptiſm, is it not, reaſonable to underſtand him, 
as an Infidel, or oxz who profeſſeth to believe, 
and is BAPT1ZED, and yet void of true faiths 
Common ſenſe requires, that the o DR of 
the words ſhould be conſidered in reference 


to the DEsiox of the whole, which is not to 


ſhew, how: we are to proceed as to baptizing, 
but who. ſhall be ſaved and periſh. He that 


| believeth,, is the eflential\part of the character, 


to which Salvation appertains; and is baptized, 
follows. merely as an attendant on it, which with 
reſpett to the Perſon, might either be before, 
or after, without or wich genuine faith. 

One thing more is deſerving of our notice, 


concerning teaching, as part of our Lord's com- 


miſſion, namely, that it has a POSITIVE, AS- 
ECT. To teach one another, is agreeable to 
ihe law of nature, but that law was counter- 
acted, when the Redeemer delivered that poſitive 


Precept to the contrary, Matth. x. 5. Theſe 


twelve, Tefus fent forth, and commanded, ſaying. 
Go not into the way of the gentiles, Sc. Here 
was a poſitive embargo laid upon miniſters, not. 
to ſtir beyond the Jews; and had it continued 
in force, the conſequence muit have been, a 
reſtriion of labours to the circle preſcribed, 
Wuo or , WHAT can take it oft? Only az 


ha 
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who laid it on, and by the ne männer, 4 
POSITIVE PRECEPT, ſuch as we have in the text. 
Thus the Law of Nature returns to its old courſe; 
all which ſtopped its current, is taken away, 
and teach, in the commiſſion, is a joint-poſitive 
branch of Vit with baptizing. W di- 

eiple iiſelf' is Poßitive too. 
et partial bäptiſm then, as maintained by the 
Baptiſts on one hand, infant and adult Baptiſm, 
as avowed in this work on the other, be balanced 
together ; will not the ſcale turn in favor of the 
latter ? If the obſervations be true, which have 
been produced, the Commiſſion commands the 
Baptiſin of iufants and adults, indiſcriminately. 
It gives no ſanction to the partial principles, 
and practices, of our differing Brethren. © In 
religious matters, and eſpecially in the 
* worſhip of God, it is not only finful to go 
contra Statutum, (2gainſt a ſtatute) but to go 
« Supra Statutum (above a ſtatute) or to ſpeak 
« home in the caſe, ading ſupra ſtatutum, is all 
„one with acting contra Stalutum. Therein 
«© God's requiring is equivalent to forbidding ; 
„ and doing more than he commandeth, to 
doing contrary to it.” As theſe are Senti- 
ments which have obtained Mr. B's approba- 
tion, being part of a quotation found in his 
work, may I not venture to aſk, in what light 
are we to conſider, doing lefs than the Statute ? 
| 'Is 
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Is there not evil annexed to acting Infra Statutum, 


* 


(beneath the Statute )? If fo, and the preceding 


pages do not bear falſe witneſs, there is no lit- 
tle blame imputable to the principles and prac- 
tices of Antipædobaptiſts. The commiſſion is 
very large, their ſcheme very narrow; all the 
difference there is between both, will determine 
the degree of enormity chargeable on the Au- 


thors of it. Beſides: upon the preſumption that 


what is urged is true, it may be retorted upon 
our Brethren in their uſual ſtrain, No precept 
for what you do /—The detail of ſtrange con- 
ſequences may be yet further increaſed by ob- 


ſerving, that, if teach all nations be underſtood 


as our opponents'do, of that teaching, which is 
followed with Baptiſm, and includes in it 
particular effects; then, to maintain conſiſtency, 
they ſhould preach or teach no more than they 
do, 'or, than they are ſure, they ſhall baptize, 
for the commiſſion in this ſenſe, requires, that 
whom they teach, the ſame they baptize. As 
« rare are ſolitary woes,” ſo rare are ſolitary ab- 


| ſuraities ; one begets another. For inſtance, this 


abſurdity will accompany the former. Miniſters 
can only be Teachers to ſuch who are ſo taught, as 
in the judgment of Antipædobaptiſts are fit 
lubjects for the baptiſmal . ordinance. They 
may be Preachers according to Mark's copy, but 
not Teachers according to Matthew's. Alas! 

| I for 
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for my aged Fathers, and beloved Brethren 
in the Miviltry, if this be true Doctrine. To 
diſprove it to be a natural conſequence from the 


views of our opponents, as well as the reſt men- 


” tioned, will, I conceive, be a difficult ul to 


perform. 

Judge then, Reader. judge for yourſelf, after 
attentively weighing the commiſſion, and what 
has been advanced upon it, whether there be 
not good reaſon to conlider Baptiſm, and 
Teaching, as poſitive branches, (at large, mo- 


ral-poſitive) of Diſcipling the Nations found- 
ed upon ſome poſitively favored State, which 


can be no other than Relative Holineſs, —to- 


which ſtate, while the Jews enjoyed. it, external. 


privileges appertained. 
III. The Inveiiigation of the principal hiſ- 


torical accounts of Baptiſm in the New Teſta- 


ment, next demands our attention, 
The objeft of the inquiry, it ſhould be re- 


membered, is, to aſcertain the agreement or diſ- 


agreement of theſe accounts with the author's 
principles, or thoſe of Antipædobaptiſts, con- 
cerning Paptiſm. In tracing this objeQ, I 
remark on the omg hiſtorical caſes recorded; 
as follows: 


(1) That Preaching, Teaching or what a- 
m, and that the 
Baptiſmal Ordinance was adminiſtered very ſoon. 


mounts to it, introduces to bapti 


} 


- 01 
How this mode of procedure, this diſpatch in 
baptizing, is accounted for; and its conſiſteney 
with the avowed principle and deſign . of this 
work, the ſequel will make to appear. When 
our Redeemer delivered the commiſſion already 
conſidered, He, doubtleſs, did nat mean himſelf 
to regard the Nations; or that the Nations ſhould 
be regarded, as if they were a colledtion of ir- 
rational Beings, He did not deſign to give a 
ſandtion to the principle or pradice of unnatu- 
Ta] compulſion. He did mot intend paſſing an 
act in favor of criminal violence in a holy 
cauſe. While we cannot but conclude this 
was far from his deſign, Miniſters are not to 
att in reference to'the commiſſion, towards their 
Fellow-creatures, but as perſons having a natural 
unalienable right to a& for themlelves in reli- 
gious concerns. Two views of the Nations 
ought to be. diſtinaly taken and conlidered 
in connection with our Lord's words—Ogre is, 
that view of them but juſt mentioned, as ra- 
tional creatures—the other is, that which 1mme- 
diately preſents itſelf from the body of the 
commiſſion as they are the objeds of it.— Un- 
leſs this diſtinction be allowed and regarded, 
violence and perſecution by thoſe who allume 
the diſcharge of the commiſſion, will meet with 
a patronage, to which one cannot forbear ſay- 
ing as Abraham, That be far from thee to do 
He after 


; 
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after this manner. It is a propoſition therefore, 
which, I conceive, may be laid down, as ſtrict- 
ly. true, that any profeſſing io act under the 
commiſſion of Chriſt, either as to baptizing or 
teaching, and therein offers violence to the law. of 
Nature, deviates from the deſign of the Legiſla- 
tor, miſconſtrues his words, and practically ca- 
lumniates bis bleſſed religion. 

Upon this principle, all inſtances of Baptiſm, 
however, by whom, or upon vhomſoever per- 
formed, infringing upon the Law of Nature, 
demand the ſevereſt cenſure. As Baptiſms of 
this caſt, we regard thoſe adminiſtered by the 
Miſſionaries of the Church of Rome upon the 
Indians; concerning which, Millar in his hiſtory 
of the propagation of Chriſtianity gives us the 
following intelligence. Tis (ſays He) report- 

ed of twelve Franciſcan Friars, that each of 

them baptized an hundred thouſand Indians, 
and one of them four times that number, 
alking no more, but, what is your Name? 

Yea, they baptized vaſt multitudes all at 

once, without any previqus care, ſo as that 

theſe pretended Profelytes did not know whe- 

„ ther they were baptized. or not.” To this 
Paragraph may be added Mr. Ramſay's Story, 
related by Mr, Booth, © The abſent Owner 
of a Plantation, ſin the Weſt-Indies] ſent 
© out e ſtanding enn to bis Ma- 
„nager 


( 61.) 
* nager to have his. Slaves carefully ioftrufted. 
* in the Chriſtian Religion, and baptized. He 


» [the Clergyman that was employed] came to 
© a, Plantation on a Sunday afternoon, and de- 
„ fired the manager to collect eight or ten 


« Slaves to be baptized. They were brought 
e before him. He began to repeat the office of 
_ « Baptiſm, When he had read as far as that 
part of the Service where he was to ſprinkle. 
them with water, if their former name plea- 
„ ſed him, he baptized them by it, but if he 
* thought it not fit to call a Chriſtian; by, as 
was his opinion of Quamina, Bungee, and the; 
like, he gave them the firſt Chriſtian Name: 
that occurred to his memory.—Some of the 
baptized would mutter and ſay, they deſired 
not the Parſon to throw water in their face, 
which was all they knew of the matter, and 
« therefore were loth to ſuffer themſelves to be 
« ſo dealt with.” This is the Story: Mr. Booth's 

| Remarks upon It ſhall next come forward. Now 
« this is genuine Diſcipleſhip by baptiſm, for here 
« js not the leaſt appearance of profeſſing Faith, 

nor of inſftruQtion previous to the uſe of wa- 
« ter. - A fine illuſtration this of what, our Lord 
meant by Matheteuſate !—Nor is it of any 

force againſt this method of making Diſciples, 


T 


„that theſe poor Negroes muttered, and knew 


© not t what to make of the perſon's. conduct. 
: 40 For 
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a For, if it be the command of our Lord ts 
« make Diſciples without inſtruction, and mere- 
i 5 * ly by baptizing them, the Work is done, 
14 * the diſcipleſhip is effected by mas for admini- 
* | © ſtering the Rite.“ | 
| Having laid this ſtrange Welt- Indian Caſe "Hg 
| fore the Reader, and Mr, B—'s Remarks up- 
on it, I hope, I may be permitted to ſubjoin 
a few of my own. * The glaſſes need not to 
L es be wiped very clean” (to adopt à borrowed 
1 ä Phraſe in Mr. B—s Work) nor be uſed very 
| long, to ſee that Author's deſign in introducing this 
ſtory, and commencing a Remarker on it, Was 
it with a view to ſtrengthen his Argument in 
1 Yu” ſupport of his favorite rendering of Matheteuſatc 
by teach? Was it to entail ridicule and ab- 
horrence upon principles as to the Ad miniſtration 
of the Baptiſmal Ordinance more wide and li- 
beral than his own? If ſuch were the objects 
Mr. B. had in view, I am happy to ſay, He 
has undertaken a bad cauſe, and has no oc- 
caſion to triumph. Such a courſe as was pur- 
ſued in the Weſt-Indies, receives no counte- 
nance from the diſtinguiſhing Sentiments of 
Pzdobaptiſts, or from the Author's ſtill larger 
plan in this publication. The Relation of it, 
creates not a little diſguſt, ſo abhorrent are our 
principles from ſuch practices. And ſome withal, 


at Mr. B—“s inſinuations to the contrary. 
\ | | | | That 


HS 


: 
Ode. PE, Ons hh, 1 
n , 


GE IE ot» PE ONE" 


4 * 
5 Oe I) 


=—_ 

That the caſe held up to fpublic notice, a 4 
VINE ILLUSTRATION of what our Lord meant 
by MATHETEUSATE—AS GENUINE DISCIPLE 


$111p-does not make it neceffary that, ine Greek 


ſhould be rendered teach, and fo throw any 
advantage into the cauſe of our Opponents,' I 
would | endeavour to prove thus aſk, did 
Chriſt or did He not mean, to authorize 
his Miniſters to force or compel any by an 
unnatural yiolence, or infringement on the Law 


of Nature, to be baptized and taught, under 


the commiſſion ? If it be anſwered in the ne- 


gative, which it muſt, the Apoſtles had one 


obvious ſtep to take, which was to addreſs 
themſelves to the People, that they might 
obtain their conſent. The commiſſion at 
large is poſitive in part, reſting on the ſover- 


eign and gracious Will of its Author intruſted 


to Men to execute among their Fellow-crea- 
tures. From the very nature of things, even 
if it were admitted that the firſt word in the 
eommifſion required teaching, who does not 
perceive, there muſt be a teaching due to the 
Law of Nature, to the natural liberty of Adults 
before that. Accordingly, there muſt not be leſs 
than a firſt, ſecond, and third teaching: the 
| two firſt before; the laſt after Baptiſm.—The 
Nations muſt be exgEvious.Ly TOLD, alias, 
TAVGUT, what commiſſion is about to be executed 

| | 5 among 
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among them, what it conſiſts of, and according 
to the approved rendering among the Baptiſts 
theſe are, teach, baptizing, teaching Beſides, 
it is a quite unprecedented thing for a poſitive 
Ordinance:which is to be. adminiſtered by men 


among men, to be done without previous con- 


ſent among Adults. Adminiſtrators are obliged 
by the unreſtrained Law of Nature, to treat the 
Subjects of their Adminiſtration as rational 
Beings, be they of what age they may. 

Abraham upon receiving command from God, 


to circumciſe every one born in his houſe, 


and bought with money, took every male and 
circumciſed the fleſh of their foreſkin on the 


elf. ſame day, What means did Abraham pur- 
| ſue? Violence made no part of them by com- 


pelling, contrary to their conſent, the men of 
Abraham's houſe to be circumciſed. + Would 
he not make a declaration of this poſitive Or- 
der, the nature, and ends of it? Doubtleſs—_ 
The Law of Nature requires ſo much : the 
divine Order though poſitive, did not exclude 
it, and ſo authorize a violent courſe. The Na- 
ture of an Ordinance as poſitive, is not neceſ- 
ſarily hoſtile to theſe ideas; for let the definition 
of ſuch an Ordinance be given (as it ought) 
to diſtinguiſ it from moral ones, the Or- 
dinance as poſitive, muſt have a certain fi- 
tuation; and it is a thing entirely new for it 

| to 
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to WE either ſuch a ſituation or  direfion as 
to infringe upon natural liberty from the con- 
duct of the Adminiſtrator.—When it was men- 
tioned under a former Head, that the prohibitory 
clauſe, Matth. x. 5. counteracted the Law of 
Nature, my meaning was merely with regard 
to the Goſpel-miniftration. The Goſpel-mini- 


ſtry being a matter of poſitive Inſtitution and. 
limited to the Jewiſh Nation, though as Men, it 


was agreeable to the Law of Nature that the 
Apoſtles ſhould teach the World at large, yet 
as Miniſters, they had no right for want of an 
enlarged commiſſion. Thus the Law of Nature 
received a check, but entirely in reference to 
the Goſpel. As far as the commiſſion went, under 
which the Apoſtles aQed at firft, which was to 
the Jews, the Law of Nature had no reſtraint, 


Under this new enlarged glorious commiſſion to 


all Nations, there is room for it to act till; 
and thus it becomes an honored auxiliary ta 


Chriſt's Miniſters in. the execution of it. 


If there be any force in theſe remarks, 
which are ſubmitted to the Reader's conſi- 
deration, it is plain that the plan here pro- 
poſed for enquiry allows no ſuch procedure 
as Mr. Ramſay's Story diſcovers.— They make 


for the rendering of the term in queſtion by 


Diſciple, rather then teach, as upon the Jat- 
ter Mere will be quite a ſuperfluity of it—and 


I there 
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there is no occaſion for ſetting it up under 
the | idea that diſcipling by baptizing lies 
open to the making of ſuch Diſciples as the 
Clergyman afore-mentioned, 'becauſe conſent be- 
ing requiſite to prevent any infringement on 
the Law of Nature, ſomething tantamount to 
teaching, preaching, muſt ordinarily precede it. 
To diſciple by baptizing, ſtands clear of thoſe 
incongruities which Mr. B. would annex to it, 

3 by having recourſe to what has been ſaid. 
Here, let it be obſerved, that the commiſſion, 
as we have ſeen, including Infants as well. as 
Adults, the Law of Nature receives no infringe- 
ment from diſcipling them, (it being their right) 
provided it is done with the conſent of thoſe 
who have from natural Relation their diſpoſal. 

Mr. B. animadverting on Mr. Horſey's ſer- 
mon on Infant-Baptiſm inſerts the following 
Note. Regularly admitted into the diſpenſation 
« of the Chriſtian Religion, by being baptized. 
„While I cannot but queſtion the truth of 
e this poſition, yet, I freely allow it the merit 
of originality. For though many have talk- 
c ed of baptiſm admitting into the viſible. 
„ Church, yet Mr, Horſey is the only Author 

« whom I have obſerved, that ſpeaks of it 

e admitting into the Chriſtian Diſpenſation. 

To live under the Chriſtian Diſpenſation, ta 

< enjoy the — of the Chriſtian diſpen+ 

lation, 


a, 7 


ſation, and ſuch like alk, are commonly 
| « uſed, but regularly admitted into the Diſpen- 
ie ſation of the Chriſtian Religion, and that by 
« Baptiſm, is both uncommon. and improper.” 
Thus finding fault with the expreſſion - He pro- 
ceeds. To convil it of impropriety;*” Then 
follows a ſet of queſtions, which as they belong 
to the ſubjeq in hand, I will beg leave to 
conſider mylelf as Catechumen, and anſwer. 
Does Mr. B. inquire, “Is it a fact that nei- 
* ther Jews nor Gentiles had any regular In- 
e tereſt in the Chriſtian Diſpenſatian till they 
«« were baptized” ? I anſwer, it is a fact they 
had no viſible regular intereſt in the Chriſtian 
Diſpenſation, till they were baptized. «© Was 
“ not the Goſpel, by divine order, preached to 
« them, and was It not quite regular for 
* them to hear it, prior to their being baptized ?* 
Preached to them, and regular for them to 
hear it in an unbaptized ſtate, . only upon the 


afore-mentioned end of obtaining conſent, 


The divine order to which Mr. B. refers, 
and which has been conſidered under. the ſe- 
cond general Diviſion, it is apprehended, re- 
quires no more. Might not both Jews and 


Gentiles, while unbaptized, attend the Apoſto- 


*lic Miniſtry, in all branches of moral Wor- 
ſhip, without the leaſt irregularity“? The Wor- 
ſhip under the Goſpel is an evangelically-inſti- 


Ln N tuted 


— * 1 7 
* 0 


( 68 ) 


tuted, moral-poſitive Worſhip.— And premiſing 
this, I reply, without hefitation. There is no 
impropriety, but the contrary 1n the\ Jews and 
Gentiles attending the public miniſtry,\zill bap- 
tized. But before Mr. B. can obtain | any ad- 


vantage to his cauſe either from the queſtion 


or the anſwer, it behoves him to ſhew, that Jews 
and Gentiles did attend on all the branches of 
moral Worſhip in an unbaptized ſtate. For 
want of precept and precedent to eſtabliſh the 


fact, there would be no ſmall irregularity in 


| ſuch a condut, To become ſpeQators of ſuch 
a ſcene, as the queſtion ſuppoſes, we muſt 
repair to the congregations of profeſſed Baptiſts : 
the eye will quickly diſcover ſome who twenty, 
thirty years, &c. have attended on the branches 
of moral Worſhip, as Mr. B. calls them, and 
notwithſtanding unbaptized. Where will Mr. B. 
find a precedent for this in all the New Teſ- 
tament—? Might they not ſtudy the Scriptures, 
« converſe with chriſtians about their Souls, 'and 
« ſolemnly pray in the Name of Jeſus, with- 


* out being ſuſpected of irregularity, except 


« they were baptized?” What! ſtudy the 


Scriptures, converſe with Chriſtians, pray in the 


Name of Jeſus, and be unbaptized ! | Has Mr. 


B. no ſuſpicion of irregularity here? Does he 


carry his notions of credible profeſſion ſo much 
further, that he will not baptize perſons who 
h amit 
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| admit of ſuch a deſcription ? From what 
« branch of moral worſhip are unbaptized per- 
“ ſons debarred by any rite of Chriſt, or the 
« cuſtom of the Apoſtolic Churches? No 
Rule of Chriſt, no cuſtom of the Apoſtles, 
debars perſons as unbaptized from moral 
Worſhip as ſuch. But, be it remembered, both 
the rule of Chriſt and the cuſtom of the Apoſ- 
tiles and Apoſtolic Churches require, that mo- 
ral Worſhip ſhould be made evangelical, ac- 
cording to the inſtitution and Genius of the 
Goſpel. And here our Opponents are greatly 
to blame, who lay ſtumbling blocks in the way 

of its being ſo. . 
It is now time for me in turn to interrogate, 


From the practice of the Apoſtles as recorded, 
is there no reaſon to conſider them aQing a- 
greeable to the above views? Do we not mark 
the ſpeed with which they proceeded to the ad- 


miniſtration of baptiſm? and a ſolid reaſon for 


it likewiſe ? May we not here obtain a light to 
diſcover emphaſis and weight in ſuch language, 


as, Why tarrieſt thou, ariſe and be baptized ? In 


ſuch accounts as, He and all his were baptized 


Straitway ? Laying aſide this view of the caſe, 


and ſuppoſing for the moment, the Apoſtles had 
conſidered the import of the firſt leading term in 
the commiſſion to imply very particular effetts, 
they might-have allowed themſelves more time, 


after 
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after the example of certain perſons amongſt 
us now-a-days ; they might have gone on 'teach- 
ing and flill teaching. But the King's bulineſs 
demanded haſte. The commiſfion is admirably | 
framed to expedite ; the pattern drawn therein 

the Apoſtles manifeſtly followed and ſo general- 
ly, that a reference to the whole f their con- 
duct is enough. 

Through an overſight of the exact hoſt tion, and 
retard which the commiſſion of Chriſt bears to 
THE LAW OF NATURE, Which, as the Will of 
Chriſt, forbids any part- of Chriſt's poſitive 
Commiſſion to be executed without a certain 
previous conſent obtained, it is, I ſuſpett that 
our differing Brethren have inſiſted ſo ſtrenu- 
ouſly for ther rendering Matheteuſate : not diſ- 
tinguiſhing between what is done in reference ts 


the commiſſion, and what is performed under: 


it. To the ſame circumſtance, if J miſtake not, 
Mr. B. may conſider himſelf indebted for ſome 
obſervations, which he regards as conceflions 


of Pædobaptiſts. A Reader may perceive in 


ſeveral of the quotations produced in, Mr. B—s 
work under Match. xxviii. 19. That the Au- 
thors are impreſſed with the expediency of 
teaching of ſome ſort previous to the baptiſmal 
Ordinance. This is particularly to be obſer- 
vedin the Specimens given from Dr. Doddridge, 


Grotius, * Dr. Ridgley, - Poole's 
Continuators, 


) 
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Continuators, Beckmannus, Epiſcopius.— The IS 


Teſtimony of Beckmanus is not a little ſtrik- 
ing. « That the word Matheteuein according to 
its etymology ſignifies to MAKE DISCIPLES, 18 
readily allowed by air” —Still however, theſe 
Authors ſeem to conſider inſtruQtion, as belong- 
ing to it, which is molt readily granted, as a gen- 
eral term, including baptizing and teaching 
This - placing teaching in the commiſſion after 
baptizing rather than before, if the order: in 
which they are repreſented is tenaciouſly fol- 
| lowed, and at the fame time, the circumſtance 
of natural conſent being over-looked, led them 


inconſiſtent with themſelves, and if admitted, 


ebundance of teaching, as before remarked.— 


(2) I proceed -to notice the language 
which the New Teſtament-Baptizers aſe as to 
their preaching and baptizing, having their great 
commiſſion before them. While under the for- 
mer head of ſubdiviſion obſervations have 
been made, intended to account for the Apoſ- 
tles' baptizing with ſuch celerity—namely, that 
the parties might with all ſpeed be viſibly ſtat- 
ed under the commith ;n—this particular leads 
us to examine, whether a credible profeſſion of 
Faith entitles to . is a ſentiment which 

e 


to ſuch accounts of Matbheteuſate, which are 


would over-load. the commiſſion, with a fuer 
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Scripture-Precedents of Baptiſm warrant, It is 
natural to expect, that the language uſed by 
adminiſtrators ſhould aſſiſt us herein. Let us, 
therefore, examine it with care and ,impartiali- 


ty. 
— — ——— — - 

The Miniſtry of John, the vencrable Fore- 
runner of our Lord, conſiſted of preaching and 
baptizing. What was the ſubſtance and ſcope 
of his preaching? Repentance, and the Baptiſm 
of Repentance.— Matth. iii. 2. Mark, i. 4. 
What Repentance ? Doubtleſs, fincere and un- 
feigned. The very word Repent, means the effential 
of Repentance, as it reſpe&s the Heart; not in- 
deed to the excluſion of the form and fruits of 
it, but this is rather implied than expreſſed. 
If the Tree be good, the Fruit will be ſo alſo. 
But if John preached true unfeigned Repen- 
tance, and we are to make his preaching .the 
rule of baptizing, and fo true Repentance a pre- 
requiſite to baptiſm, it follows none but real peni- 
tents ought to be baptized, —John, we are 
given to underſtand, preached alſo the Baptiſm 
of Repentance, A mode of repreſenting the 
Ordinance that ſtrongly befriends the idea of 
Baptiſm as exhibitory of, obligatory and he pful 
10 Repentance ; and the concluſion, that it is a 
| | joint- 
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joint-mean with preaching to bring about Re- 


pentance where not, and aid it where it is. I 


baptize you with water uro REPENTANCE, The 


prepoſition uſed appears in that remarkable paſ- 
ſage concerning Iſrael at large where it is 


ſaid, they were all baptized unto Moſes, in the | 


Cloud and the Sea. 1. Cor. x: 2. Turretine 


underſtands the phraſe, UNTO\, MOSES, Metony- 


mically, q. d. unto the Doctrine and Diſpenſation of 
Moſes. Not to notice that here we have an 
inſtance of Baptiſm, wherein, unqueſtzonably, In- 
fants and Adults promiſcuouſly are included» 


I aſk is it not Scriptural, in the paſſage juſt ad- 
| duced, to regard the phraſe, unto Repentance, * 


in a ſenſe not to the exception of Infants or 
Adults, as making Repentance an eſſential pre- 
requiſite to Baptiſm? Is not Repentance, as 
here repreſented, rather held forth as a terminus 
ad quem, an xx for which, than terminus à quo, a 
GROUND ON WHICH, it was adminiſtered ?_ 
Among the number who repaired to John's 
Baptiſm were many of the Phariſees and Sad- 
ducees. Upon ſeeing them, he addreſſed them in 
Language, which beſpeaks faithfulneſs, but no re- 
fuſal. The contrary to a denial is intimated 
in v. 11. where in a ſpeech immediately directed 
to them, he ſays in the words before noticed, 
IINDEED BAPTIZE vou with water uno Re- 
pentance. Can language more exprellive of 
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conſent, or of aQtual adminifration on the part 
of a perſon baptizing be uſed ? He, however, 
accompanies what he does, and which theſe Pha- 
riſees and Scribes came for, with reaſonable and 


ſuitable. advice, that as perſons ſubmitting to 
| the Ordinance of Baptiſm, they would bring forth 
fruits in their future lives meet for, or becom 
ing the nature, deſign, and obligations of the 
Baptiſmal Ordinance. To this effect, is that lan- 
guage, Bring forth therefore Fruits mect for Repen- 


tance. The Phariſces and Lawyers, whom our 
Lord repreſents as rejecting the counſel of 


| God againſt themſelves being not baptized of 


him, were certainly not theſe perſons, for the 
fact diſproves it— Mr. B. allows Baptiſm in the 
paſſage here alluded to (Luke, vii. 30.) to be call- 
ed the Counſel of God, —counszL! How con- 
gruous ſuch an account to the idea of its be- 
ing an ordained mean with preaching, of ad- 


viſing, obliging, and being helpful to Repen- 
tance. This Ordinance, the Phariſees and Law- 


yers rejected againſt themſelves. The many ſaid 
to come to John's Baptiſin, muſt in all reaſon 
be excepted—and where lies tlie difference be- 
twcen thoſe two claſſes of Phariſees ?—The one 
came to John's Baptiſm i. e. to be baptized ; 


the other rejected it and did not come. What 


concluſion then, is warranted by a comparative 
view of our Loid's charge againſt the Phariſees as 
re- 


. 


. 75 ) 


rejefters of. John's Baptiſm? Of the Phariſee 


. as coming tg, John's Baptiſm ? I anſwer, tha 


thoſe that did come, were baptized ; that it we 
the fault of the others, for want of a profeſſe 
willingneſs, that they were not baptized—the 
if Repentance had been urged as a prerequiſit 


for Baptiſm, our Lord would have blamed then 


in the firſt inſtance, for non-repenting, But it. 


upon the confeſſion of Mr. B. Baptiſm and the 


Counſel of God be ſtrialy ſynonymous, Chriſt 
ſo expreſſes: himſelf as to make their criminality 
to lie in their rejedling John's Baptiſm, the 
oppoſite to which is conſenting, — John's grand 
argument for what he did, was. The Kingdom of 
Heaven is at Hand. —The period was drawing 
near, when the adorable Meſſiah would enter 


on his public Miniſtry, and introduce the moſt 


illuſtrious diſpenſation of Grace, which ſhould 


continue till Time would be no more. What the 


morning Star is to the riling Sun, ſuch was John's 
Miniſtry to our Lord. He therefore comes for- 
ward, ſaying, Repent, rox THE KINGDOM OF 
HEAVEN IS AT HAND.—He publiſhes a call to 


Repentance, and announces Baptiſm, as we 
have ſcen, a joint-mean with preachiag, to bring 


the nation to Repentance, A ſuitableneſs of 
State to the Diſpenſation coming on, ſeems to 
be one general idea intended. —Repentance 


may be conceived in a two-fold view, either 


K 2 | 48 


deny their capacity for that which is tantamount 
to Repentance in Adults, brings along with it 


tion as incapable of what is eſſential thereunto— 
If Repentance be conſidered as the end of a 


C8} 
as it reſpetts THE THING ITSELF—Or as TRE 
END OF A GOSPEL MIN1STRY—Im either caſe, 


I ſee no reaſon why Infants ſhould be exeepted 
from a certain intereſt in this general call. To 


one or other of theſe conſequences— either that 
they were not born in Sin contrary to the teſti- 
mony of Scripture—or a denial of their Salva- 


Goſpel call, and Infants, as I think muſt be allow- 
ed, are proper ſubjedts of certain obligation, it 
is unnatural to conſider them as not intereſted 
in a call which reſts on the obligation of 
the objedts of it, to the thing it ſpecifies 
namely, Repentance. — Other teſtimony of 
Scripture favors theſe ideas as to a general call, 
Thus, when Jonah received a commiſſion to go 
and preach to Nineveh, more than fix ſcore 
thouſan d perſons that could not diſcern between 
their right hand and left, alias Children, were 
intereſted in the preaching of that prophet—As 
far as children were capable of an external State 


of Repentance, they were put into it by wear- 


ing ſackcloth, Making Scripture our guide 
from the caſe of Nineveh, what is more natur al 
than to view Infants as well as Adults, indi- 
eriminateſy involved in the call to Repentance, 

un- 


E. - 
under John' 3 Miniſtry; and Baptiſm | being 
as ſuitable to the people on his preaching as com-. 
ering with ſackcloth was to Nineveh on Jonah's; 
Infants in the one caſe, might be ſo ltuated, 
as to anſwer to the Infants in the other. 

Beſides : if the Kingdom of Heaven being at 
hand was a reaſon of John's Miniſtry, then both 
branches of it, calling to Repentance and bap- 
tizing, muſt apply to all under the Kingdom 
of Heaven; and it ſeems fair to conſider 
that interpretation of the paſſages in queſtion, 
as not the true and genuine one, which makes 
the matter of John's' call, repenting and bap- 
tizing, UNzgUAL To ir. — But the Kingdom 
of Heaven, is a Ao Diſpenſation of wide 
extent—it includes Infants and Adults pro: 
miſcuouſly, Concerning the former, Chriſt was 
pleaſed to declare. Matth, xix, 14. Suffer little 
Children to come unto me, (or to be brought, as 
they are ſaid to have been carried, and taken 
up in Chriſt's arms) for of fuch is the Kingdom of 
Heaven, —Belide the gracious aſſurance expreſſed 
in theſe words on behalf of Infants without 
exception, it is obvious, that Chriſt ſpeaks of 

that act of parents or friends bringing chil- 

| dren to him as if their oun act of coming, 
though from the circumſtances related, we know 
it was not, —Are Adults included under the 
Kingdom of Heaven ? Few, very few, ac- 
: cording 
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eording to the practice and principles of our 
Antipædobaptiſt friends, but, ſurely, our Lord 
was of a different way of thinking, when He 
dictated, Matth. xiii. 47. The Kingdom of Heaven 
is like unto a net that. was. caſt into the Sea, and 
gathered of every kind both good and bad, The 
commiſſion of Chriſt before conſidered, is doubt- 
leſs this net, in the execution of which, Mini- 
ſters are to gather ; the Sea the World, where 
perſons, indiſcriminately, are to be gathered by 
the two parts of the commiſſion, baptizing and 
teaching —Miniſters officially conſidered may 
throw the net into the ſea, or execute th 

commiſſion in the World, without OO 
parts, places or perſons, —All in relpe& of the 
commiſſion, are allowed to be in a ſtate to be 
gathered. —Such ſeems to be the deſcription of 
the Kingdom of Heaven, as pictured in the afore- 


cited parable Now was it on the eve of the com- 


mencement of this glorious conſtitution, that the 
New Teſlament Elias appeared? Was his Mi- 
niſtry owing to its ſpeedy approach? Surely, 
ALL included in the Kingdom of Heaven, were 
Intereſted in the joint-branches of his Miniltry 
_ Conſequently, Infants and Adults promiſcuouſly. 
If other circumſtances, 'then, ſhould not ariſe 
in the account. of John's Baptiſm . repugnant to 
the general right of all indiſctiminately, it is 
_ preſumed, the language John made uſe of as 19 

preaching 


(992 
preaching and baptizing, is not diſcouraging to 
the object of this work. 


£ 


PIES. VER S 


Adds, ii. 28. 39. Then Peter ſaid unto them, Ne- 
pent, and be baptized every one of you in the name of 
Jeſus Chriſt, for the remiſſion of Sins, and ye ſhal| 
receive the gift of the Holy Ghoſt, For the promiſe 
3s unto you and your children, and to all that are 
afar off LER VE NI as many as the Lord our God 
ſhall call. Here, and in the caſe with which 
theſe paſſages are connected is a ſort of coLossus 
among BAPTISMAL PRECEDENTS. The more 
attention is due to it on that account. How 
far Peter's addreſs as now before us, will ſup- ; { 
port the principle of our Opponents, baptizing 
on a cretlible profeſſion of Faith, I ſhall at- | 
tempt to {crutinize, and to this end notice thoſe „ | 
things in the texts, whence they derive their ." 
argument, and conſider them as concluſive in | 
their favor.—To ſecure themſelves in poſ- 
ſeſſion of this part of Scripture, Repent ye and | 
he baplized, or the order of the Words, the F 
promiſe mentioned as meaning that of Jozr's . | 
Prophecy, the term Children as denoting fuck on- 5 

ly who are the diſtinguiſhed Subjects of divine Grace, : | 
the Cail as ſpoken of God's Spirit, are each of them 

inf fied upon. Of cach of theſe, I ſhall take no- | 
tice in the Sequel, —The arrangement of the 

words 


({ 8 ) 


words, repent ye and be baptized, is and can 
be of no ſervice to the cauſe of Antipædobap- 
tits, in my apprehenſion, unleſs two things can 
be ſhewn, namely, that the Apoſtle, by Repent 
ye,” means any thing leſs than genuine Repentance, 
and that a credible profeſſion of Repentance is 
the ſame thing as genuine Repentance. De- 
Tpairing of the poſſibility of theſe things, 
1 cannot but conſider an argument in favor of 
the diſtinguiſhing ſentiments I oppoſe taken 
from the mere words of Peter or their order 
to be futile. For the difference is, or may be 
as much as between the ſhadow and the ſubſtance. 
Credibly profeſs Repentance and be baptized! No, if 
the mere order of the words is to decide, and the 
maſt natural ſenſe of the call, Repent ye” be 
conſidered, TRULY AND UNFEIGNEDLY RE 
.PENT AT HEART AND BE BAPTIZED, is Peter's 
language conſtructively. I ſcruple not to affirm 
if this was the Repentance urged along with 
baptiſm by Peter, and as an ESSENTIAL PRE 
REQUISITE to baptiſm, it was out of his pow- 
er, and it is out of any man's, to ad according 
-to it, without a diſcernment of ſpirits, Re- 
ſpecting Repentance as required in the text in 
queſtion, and profeſſion of Repentance which 
may be deemed, credible, as required by our 
differing Brethren, a perſon may come up to 
the latter, and fall ſhort of the former. To 
| cite 


* 


( 81 ) 
eite Peter's Language, which is expreſs and un- 
equivocal, demanding true Repentance as afford- 
ing a Rule, when the main thing in that Rule, (if 
Baptiſm reſts on profeſſion merely) may be want- 
ing, is, to lay the leaſt of it, range indeed. 
Yet this is the canduQ, and way of reaſoning on 
the part of our Opponents.—Allaw to the call Re- 
bent ye, but ITS NATURAL GENUINE SENSE, 
and the Worm at the bottom of Jonah's gourd 
did not render that more uſeleſs to him, than this 
ſenſe will the mere order of this paſſage to the 


cauſe it is urged to defend. The deſign of the 


Apoltle being beyond all reaſonable doubt to 
preſs true Repentance, how ſuitable ſuch lan- 
guage, ſpeaking as he was to perſons who were 
unexpectedly wrought upon and evidently 
the ſubjeas of ſome compundtion. Repent ye 
and be bagized, are both parts of the Miniſterial 


Call, and as one muſt unavoidably precede the 


other, how pertinent and proper that the end, Re- 
pentance, to which baptizing and preaching are 
ſubſervient, ſhould be mentioned firſt. © Politive 
Inſtitutions “ ſays Biſhop Butler, “ ſuppoſe all 
« thoſe which Chriſtianity enjoins, are means. to 
* a moral end, and the end muſt be acknowledged 
© more excellent than the means.“ Agreeable to 
this remark, if it cannot be denied but Baptiſm 
is a mean to repentance, is it at all to be wondered 
at, that Repent ye,” ſhould precede © and be 
L © boplized,” 
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boytized.” —Tmpartiality muſt, I think; acknow- 
ledge, that the words in Peter's addreſs, do not 
neceſ/arily draw along with them the ſenſe, which 
would make Repentance an indiſpenſible prere- 


quiſite. They may admit, perfectly confiſtent 


with the Phraſeoloey, a very different meaning. 


Now ſuppoſe Peter's call, capable of two diffe- 


rent conſtructions. It, in this caſe, reſembles a 
pair of ſcales in equilibrio, or equally balanced. 
Only as both fides can produce folid arguments 


for their own and againft the oppofite opinion, 


can they expett the ſcale to preponderate in their 
favor. What is there on the Antipædobaptiſt 
fide of the queſtion ? Nothing from the nature of 
the Ordinance. Nothing from Chriſt's commiſ- 
lion, both which we have conſidered. I add 


by way of anticipation, nothing from the 


promiſe by which Peter backs this Call. So far 
as I can ſee, the mere order, without any re- 


gaid to the ſtrict and natural ſenſe of the paſſage, 


is ſet up. To ſay the moſt of it, an apparent ſenſe 
of Scripture is brought forward as a candidate 
for acceptance, though ſuch conſequences would 
follow from the admiſſion of it, as to render it 
of no ſervice, even to thoſe who contend for it 
for true Repentance is the requiſition and 
the requiſition can alone be the Rule or Pre- 
cedunt, | 


ö The 
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| The Promiſe in the book of Joel, quoted by 
Peter exprelsly, as mentioned in the former part 
of the chapter, is inſiſted upon to be the promiſe 
meant by Peter in the paſſage under conſideration. 
In oppoſition to this, others Rep forward in be- 


half of che ABRAHAMIC PROMISE, Mr. Boſt- 
wick in his ſermon on this controyerted text, ar- 


gues againſt the former and for the latter in the 
following manner. Some ſuppoſe“ (ſays he) 
that by this promiſe the Apoſtle only intends 
* that of Joel's prophecy which he had quoted 
„ in the preceeding ſermon from the 16. to the 
*. 22. v. But let any one read that prophecy of 
« Joel as quoted by the Apoſtle in theſe verſes, 
« and he mult be immediately convinced, that the 
extraordinary and miraculous gilts' of the Holy 
Ghoſt are there intended; conſequently that 
the-promiſe, contained in this prophecy, could 
never here be urged as a ground or motive 
to baptiſm ; for extraordinary and miraculous 
* gifts were neither required as the ground of 
Baptiſmm, nor numbered among the bleſſings 
that uſually attend or flow from it. Nor is 
there the leaſt intimation given in this hiſtory, 
* that the three thouſand here baptized did fe- 
« celive theſe miraculous gifts. If therefore this 
was the promiſe the Apoſtle ſpeaks of to them 
and their children, it will follow that the 
% promiſe was not made good; for neither they 

EL © nor 
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6 
& nor their children, (that we read of) were 
© ever poſſeſſed 'of theſe extraordinary gifts. — 
“ Beſides, the promiſe in Joel had already its 
rh accompliſhment i in that extraordinary effuſion 
: * of the Spirit upon the Apoſtles. This Saint 
©. Peter declares, and quotes the promiſe on pur- 
poſe to prove his declaration. It is plain then, 
“ he can have no reference to this in the Promiſe 
© here mentioned.” As to the Promiſe he con- 
ceives to be meant, the ' ſame Author obſerves, 
e Tt is notorious that THE COVENANT WITH 
« ABRAHAM was well-known and often empha- 
15 tically called THE PROMISE Without any other 
« CharaQeriſtic or note of Diſtinstion. But to 
© conclude the point, the Apoſtle himſelf has 
« plainly informed us in another place, what he 
« here intends by the Promiſe. See Adds iii. 25. 
* Where urging much the SAME EXHORTATION 
« upon his Jewiith Hearers as he does here, he 
« enforces it with this argument: Ye are the chil- 
& dren of the Covenant, which God made with our 
* Fathers, ſaying unto Abraham, AND 1N THY SEED 
* SHALL ALL THE KINDREDS OF THE EARTH 
« BE BLESSED,” It would be eaſy to ſhew that 
this worthy Author is not ſingular in his views or 
reaſonings by producing other quotations. But 
to proceed : let the Promiſe be what it may, one 
thing muſt, I think, be granted that it is intro- 


duced as the ground of the Apoſtle's addreſs in 
| the 


„ 
the verſe immediately, preceding it. It is remark- 
able, that our Lord's commiſſion, notwithſtanding 


the capital figure it makes, was not either in thes 


caſe or any other we read of, pleaded, THz PROMISE, 
atever it be, doubtleſs of ancient date compa- 


rad with the commiſſion, is brought forward. Now 


does not the Apoitle's mention of the one, and 
the ſilence about the other, when one would have 
expected, the commiſſion of Chriſt might have 
been urged as the ſole baſis of his condutt and 
their compliance, beſpeak, that Chriſt, when he 
made the commiſſion, had reſpet to the ancient 


promiſe, agrecable to what has appeared in this 


work already? Peter dirctts their views to the 
promiſe, as that whence they may derive encou- 
ragement as to repentance, bapiiſm, remiſſion 
of ſin and the 1eceiving of the Spirit. —T he 
Commiſſion under which Peter atted, he ſeems to 
conſider more immediately as the Rule to Chriſt's 
Miniſters, who are the executors of it. The 
Promiſe, as that which reſpects the people, as the 
objects included in the commiſſion, Thus both 
the commiſſion and promiſe have a mutual aſpe& 
to each other, By the One, Miniſters as the 
| ſmaller body, are warranted to perform their part, 
the large Body of the Nations is prompted to 
their's on the ground of the promiſe. - If the pro- 
mile be allowed to be the encouraging matter to 
the 3 to Repemance, Baptiſm, &c, and as 
ſuch 
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(8). 
ſuch urged by the Apoſtle, it appears to come to 


the ſame thing whether, the promiſe be under- 
ſtood of that in Joel—or of the other mentioncd, 


Abts, iii, 25—Both the promiſes reſpett the ſame 
period of time, the commencement of ihe Goſpel 
Difpenſation, Of the two promiſes, that in Joel 
being much later, and yet reſpecting the ſame pe- 
riod, requires to be conſidered; as jubordinate io, 


or virtually in the older comprehenſive pro- 


miſe. The promiſe is manifeltly urged to inforee 
a compliance with the Grand Call of the Miniftry 


and its objefs. How could it be mentioned by 


Peter, or ſo underſtood by the people, unleſs 08- 
JECTIVELY exhibiting Bicflings -I will pour out of 
my Spirit on all Fleſh. In thy Seed ſhall all the Na- 
tions of the earth be bleſſed. —Having their views di- 
rected by the joint aſſiſlance of the commiſſion and 
of ſuch promiſory language, what greater encou- 
ragement could the Apoſtles or the People have? 
ALL FLESH, ALL NATIONS, on the authority 
and exbibitory Grace of the commiſſion and pro- 
miſe may be miniſterially called, How confirm- 
ing this to the leading idea of this work, namely 
the privileged ſtake of the World at large! 
The Promiſe is to you, AND YOUR CHILDREN,— 
The term children in this clauſe, under.ioes a 
ſtrange limitation, both from Pædobaptiſts and 
Antipædobaptiſts. Infants are under ſtood to the . 
exception of Adults, as it is luppoſed to reſpect 
ES | the 
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the Ordinance of Baptiſm by one party, and only 


viſibly profeſſing children are regarded by the 


other, and ſo all Adults befide, and Infants as well, 


thruſt out of the term. «Some of our learned oppo- 


ſers indeed (lays Mr. Booth) contend for the in- 
definite ſenſe of the term, children, Thus for ex- 
ample, Voss1us: To you and to your children 


was the promile made. Now mention is made of 
children ſimply, without difference of age. Heat- 


DEGGERUS : The promile was made to their chil- 
dren indefinitely without difference of age, 
W:rrsivs: Mention is made of children ſimply 
without differeuce of age.” Not a little pleaſed 
with the ſanction of fuch a learned Triumvirate 
to my own opinion, I am not at all afraid of Mr. 
 B—'s conſequences. No, I admit his * conſe- 
% quently, all the children of the Apoſtles" a- 
« wakened auditors, whether Infants or Adults 
« were without exception to be baptized.” 


To all liat are afar off, WHETHER JEW OR GEN= 


TILE, General and-indilcriminate as the objec. 


tive terms are; calculated, as they leem to be to 
give us an idea of the exten he latitude, or com- 
paſs belonging to the promile ; natural as it was 
for Peter's 7cuiſi. hoarers to confider it in that 
light, yet the laſt clauſe of all, if Mr. B. be 
right, has the ſame effect pon the foregoing terms 
as ſome baneful Froſt on a Tree laden with Fruit, 


Thus he oblerves, *© As many as the Lord our 


God 


i 
all call, is as plainly as poſſible a limiting clauſe, 
and extends a reſtrictive force to the term children, 
the pronoun you, or to that deſeriptive language all 
that are afar off.” Theſe Remarks may be con- 
fronted with the following of Dr. Williams's, 
which ſerve to ſhew, that Mr. B. confounds what 
ought to be diſtinguiſhed; and that while it 1s 
unnatural, ſo it is unneceſſary to mutilate the for- 
mer parts of the paſſage by reaſon of the laſt. 
„Here we ſhould carefully diſtinguiſh between 
God's call and men's compliance with it, 'The latter 
of theſe ideas is out of the preſent queſtion; being 
excluded by the nature of the ſubjeQ, and the 
proper force of the term. Nor ſhould we con- 
found the ALL of the goſpel, with God's ſecret 
choice of individuals, or his efficacious drawing of 
them to himſelf to love and ſerve him in ſpirit 
and in truth. Thele things belong to a ſove- 
reign inviſible diſpenſation; a diſpenſation of 
quite a different nature from what our apoltle 
mainly intends. And indeed, with regard to 
what is termed efefua!- calling, which Mr. B. 
ſeems to take for granted is here intended, the 
call muſt not be confounded with the Hecks of it. 
In my apprehenſion, the ſecret and efficacious _ 
influence of God on the finner's mind, whereby 
it is diſpoſed to receive the truth, is very impro- 
perly termed God's call. For his cailing of them, 
properly ſpeaking, is by his word, his will revealed, 
| the 


( S')- 


the miniſtry of reconciliation, &c. but what ren. 


ders this calling effectual, is the imparted In- 


fluence or powerful operation of the Spirit on 
the mind, and thereby a diſpoſition, inclination, 
or moral ability, is produced, to comply with the 


Bes1Dts ; The promiſe, or goſpel grant, is not 
any bleſſing conferred in conszguENcs of efecs 
tual calling, but in ſubſermency to it, For the 
promiſe is the foundation of our acceſs to God, 
and our encouragement to repentance, and not 
a bleſſing conſequent upon either. Repenting, 
complying, coming to God, &c. are our akte 
and exerciſes; but without a promiſe they have 
no ground, no motive, no exiſtence. Perſons, 
families, and nations, are called THAT THEY 
MAY COMPLY, and the promiſe is given them 
as the inducement. When any actually comply 
with the purport of the call, we are taught and 
obliged to aſcribe that efficiency, not to our own 
diſtinguiſhing worthineſs and ability, but to the 
power of God, executing the plan of ſovereign 
diſtinguiſhing love. Thus God calls, but man, 
through the ſtupiſy ing effect of fin, refuſes; yet 
when God works in us both to will and to dg 
of his good pleaſure, who can let? Nevertheleſs, 


M the 
Matte 335+ 26, Sil, 24. | 


call. Hence many are called, but- few are cho. 5 
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the bleſſings promiſed, or exhibited in the pro- 
miſe, become actually ours in conſequence of our 
anſwering the divine requiſition or call. 

On the whole: As the Apoſtle has no reference 
to the internal power of grace, we are conſtrained 
to ſeek his meaning in the external call of the 
golpel. Unto whatever part of the gentile world, 
as if he had ſaid, the cloud of divine providence 
moves, from henceforth, the miniſtry of recon- 
ciliation, or God's call to men by the Goſpel, is 
deſigned to follow it. Our call has no limita- 
tion but what ariſes in the courſe of providential 
condut. If all the gentile nations are not ac- 
tually evangelized, ſuch confinement and ſeeming 


partiality is not owing to any limiting clauſe in 
our commiſſion, but to the all-wiſe condua; of 


providence, while it opens a door of entrance 
to ſome nations, and leaves others for a time 
ſhut. But no ſooner is a perſon, a family, a 
nation or a people, evangelized, or addreſſed by 
a goſpel miniſtry, than we can affure them, that 
the promiſe is to them and theirs, If they reject 
the call, they reje& alſo the promiſe ; And if they 
rejet the promiſe, grant, or covenant, they have 
no right to the fecal; for the inſtrument and the 
ſeal muſt not be ſeparated. External compliance 

is ſufficient to ſecure whatever is in the covenant 
ol an external nature; and baptiſm, the initiating 
ſcal, being juch, by that compliance it is ſecured. 

: | But 
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But an znternal and ſpiritual compliance, and that 
alone, ſecures to us whatever is in the covenant 
of an internal and ſpiritual nature, And whence 
the ability to comply, as before obſerved, belongs 
to another queſtion, and flows from the cove- 


nant of redemption, well ordered in all things 


and ſure, in its interna form.” 

If Miniſters, as they ought to be, are conſi- 
dered as the Perſons to whom God has intruſted 
the call, then the limiting clauſe, as Mr. B. ſtiles 


it, is w__ reverſe. So far. as our Lord's 
commiſſion is made the rule of adminiſtering it, 


Miniſters are authorized to preach the Goſpel to 
every creature. We have before ſeen, there is 
no nation under Heaven, nor any part of each 
which is under any diſqualification or excepted, 


in reſpett of the commiſſion itſelf. A Miniſter's - 


addreſs ſhould comport, and ought to have that 
ſenſe affixed to it, which will make it harmo- 
nious to the liberal* and genuine Spirit of the 


commiſſion, Peter, though actinglin the inſtance 


before us under it, ſupports the call by the 


Promiſe. The latter is preſented as a glaſs in 
which the objeQs of it might diſcern their fa- 
vored and advantageous fituation. Whether it 
be that taken out of Joel, or that made to Abra- 
ham, the ſtate is ſuch, of all fleſh, all nations, as 
ſuffers none 0 conſider themlelves, or to be 


conſidered, as excluded from the Spirit or bleſſing. 
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It is abſolute, unconditional, a general revealed 


exhibition of mercy. While on the baſis of the 


commiſhon in reſpe& of himſelf as a Miniſter, 
Peter, on the baſis of the promiſe in reſpett 
of his hearers, addreſſed them, faying, Re- 
pent ye, &c. The inherent power of the crea- 
ture being juſtly diſcarded, the requiſition con- 
tained in the call turns not upon what the 


creature has not, but WAT HE HAS. This is 


the FREE UNLIMITED PROMISE. Our Lord's 
commiſſion is ſubordinate to the promiſe, as the 
nature and date of both evince. Miniſters are 
encouraged to the execution of the former, be- 
cauſe of the poſſibility as well as neceſſity of Re- 
pentance, appearing from the latter. In other 
words, the miniſterial call is made in reference 
to the favored ſtate of mankind depifted in the 
promiſe, ſhewing itfelf through the medium of 
our Lord's commiſſion. From the very nature 
of the caſe therefore, repent ye, which denotes 
a ſtate of real Repentance, cannot be urged as 
an indiſpenſible prerequiſite to the Baptiſmal Or- 
dinance, for as the ſecret intention of God can 
be no rule of adminiſtration; ſo the ſecret Work 


of God's Spirit can be none. Repentance, con- 


ſidered as to its eſſence, is ſeated in the heart, 
and nothing leſs than ſuch a Repentance never to 
be repented of, agreeing to the call, it is not to 
be ſuppoſed, that the Apoſtle meant to propoſe 
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as a ground of adminiſtration, that qualified. 
tion which neither he nor any other, is com- 
petent to determine with, a certainty that a per- 
ſon poſſeſſes. Some other view of the call then 
muſt be the juſt one, which frees it of any ſuch 
.embarraſſment. And a due attention to Its lan- 
guage as it relates to, and is fupported by the 
promiſe, muſt, I think, convince us, that Re- 
pentance as contained in the call, is not a cox- 
DITION in reference to the promiſe, but as an 
xND, and ſo, Repentance is propoſed not as 
that which leads to, but proceeds from it. 
Conſidering the relation of the call to the 

promiſe, the objects of the latter ſpecified under 
the pronoun, you, meaning thoſe whom Peter ad- 
dreſſed, children indiſcriminately, and all whom 
the Lord our God ſhall call by his Miniſters (and 
none are excluded in reſpett of the commiſſion 

or promiſe, but quite the contrary)—the exhibitory 
import of the promiſe, and the nature of the call, 
* repent ye correſpondent to it, what light more 
pertinent and natural, to ſee Peter's language in, 
than as a call to a STATE OF REPENTANCE, ari- 
ng from the neceſſity and poſſibility of being in 
it under the Goſpel ? What hinders, that it ſhould 
not be underſtood as a call to all virtually—not 
in reference to their preſent ſtate, however that 
be of penitence or the contrary, but what ought 
to. be the ſtate of all under the Goſpel? God 
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no 
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now commandeth all men every where to re- 


pent. Acts, xyii. go. The call to repentance be. 
ing adapted fs the nature of Goſpel-times, and 
urged as in Peter's caſe, in ſuch a manner, as to 
ſuit a mixture of characters, penitent and impeni- 
tent, and conſequently relating to the ſtate of 
Repentance, rather than perſons, ſo it is natural 
to conſider the other part of Peter's call, namely, 


to the Ordinance of Baptiſm.—lIs it an evangeli- 


cal ground for Repentance that it is a bleſſing 
exhibited? By parity of reaſon, Baptiſm is an ex- 
hibited Ordinance in reference to that ſtate of 
Repentance, and ſo a1. ſhould be baptized. To 
this mode of reaſoning, the paſſage literally ren- 
dered, well agrees. Repent ye, and let EVER 
ONE OF YOU, EVERY ONE BELONGING TO YOU 
be baptized. *Some,” ſays Dr. Addington, have 
remarked the change obſervable in the Apoſtle's 
phraſeology from the plural, repent ye, to the 
ſingular disjunctive, let every one of you, Sc. —It 


is added, for the remiſſion of fins, WITHOUT RE- 


PENTANCE NO FORGIVENESS, is an evangelical 
Ax lou. In the order of the paſſage before 
us, Baptiſm intervenes between *Repent ye,“ 
and remiſſion of ſins, If an argument is taken from 
the literal arrangement, we may as well infer on 
that ground, that Baptiſm precedes remiſſion, ne- 
ceſſarily, and is of eſſential importance to it, for 
the words run, Repent ye and be baptixed every one 
| of 
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of you, for the remiſſion of ſin. No ſuch thing in 
regard to Baptiſm can be Juſtly inferred 7 from 
the MAN NER of the Apoſtle's phraſeology, and 


and its place too, forming a call to Baptiſm, there 


is every appearance of its being connected with 


that ſtate of Repentance; which is the obje& of 


the Goſpel-miniſtry ; and the ſenſe of the whole 


to be this, Repent ye, and or but, let every one of 
you, every one belonging to you, be baptized, as 
A MEAN TO THAT STATE. 
Pricked, as ſome of Peter's auditory are faid to 
have been, in their hearts, whereby the ſerious in- 


quiry was extorted from them, men and brethren 


what ſhall we do? The Apoitle plainly replies to 
them in a manner ſuitable to the oppoſite charac- 


ters, of which the whole aſſemby might conſiſt. 


He informs them, one and all, that they myſt re- 


bent. Did he mean to inſinuate, they were all 


impenitent ? This cannot be imagined with reſpe& 
to the awakened part of his auditory, whoſe 
interrogatory he immediately reſolves, If he hed 
reaſon to conſider them as awakened, doubtleſs he 
muſt conſider them as the ſubjects of Repentance 
begun. Peter's language then, immediately ad- 
dreſſed to fuch a deſcription of perions, and inter- 


preted conſiſtently with an application to the cir. 


cumſtances they were apparently in, leads us to 
conſider him, not as requiring Repentance of them, 
in order to be baptized, for why demand that, 

which 
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which as awakened hearers, he had reaſon 
to imagine they already had. But a real fate of 


repentance is inſiſted on and urged, independent of 
the character of Peter's hearers ; and if ſo, it can- 


not be as a prerequiſite to Baptiſm, becauſe 


. 2 „ pe . . 
that which is not plain and evident in this caſe 


can be no rule. It is far more natural to conſi- 
der that ſtate as an EN , to which preaching and 
baptizing are ſubſervient. And agreeable to this 
laſt idea, the ſubjoined claufe, ſeems to partake 


of the nature of a parentheſis, and or but let every 


one of you, every one belonging to you, he baptized. 
Such views of this leading paſſage of Scripture 


have the advantage and claim of rendering the 


exhortatory and promiſory parts of Peter's ad- 
dreſs, natural, harmonious, and concluſive, and 
that ſenſe, which has ſuch effect, is likely to be 
the deſigned and legitimate one. In ſupport of 
the ſentiments of our Baptiſt friends, the order of 
the words is in vain preſſed into the ſervice, and 
with the moſt evident ſenſe of the call, repent ye, 
will not anſwer the end they wiſh. An unnatural 


conſtruction and limitation is made of the term 


children. That which ought to be diſtinguiſhed, 
is confounded in reſpe& of the call. The pro- 
miſe itſelf is miſapplied. That interpretation 
which offers ſuch violence to a text, can never 


be juſtly admitted. The inference in regard 20 


the ſubjeR in queſtion, muſt be derived from 2 
DIFFRRY | 


(9) 


DIFFERENT, AND MORE CONSISTENT EXPLANA= 
TION. If the preceding pages offer ſuch, as I 
cannot help thinking they do, it is plainly in 
fayor of the indiſcriminately privileged ſtate of 
the world under the Goſpel, of the general uſe of 
baptiſm as a joint-mean with preaching, of call. 


ing the Nations to a ſtate of Repentance. 
| =P . 


What meaning are we to affix to Philip's reply 
to the Eunuch, 7, thou believet with all thy heart 
thou mayeſt, upon the latter obſerving, See, Bere 
is water, what doth hinder me to be baptized ? Atts, 
viii. 36. 37. The nature of that Faith which 
is here required, is genuine, ſaving Faith. If Phi- 
lip's reply be made a guide in adminiſtering the 
baptiſmal Ordinance, then it follows, that no- 
thing leſs chan genuine Faith poſſeſſing the heart, 
can qualify for the baptiſmal Ordinance; and 
Philip could not conſiſtently with his enforcing 
Faith, as an indiſpenſible pre-requiſite to baptiſm, 
adminiſter the Ordinance but on evidence demon- 
ſtrative of it. Philip had before baptized Simon 
Magus, whom, whatever his profeſſion might be, 
Peter declared to be in the gall of bitterneſs and 
the bonds of iniquity. Unleſs Philip was incon- 
ſiſtent with himſelf, and did baptize Simon on a 
different ground, than he would the Eunuch, no- 


thing, (if words have any true and genuine mean- 
2 ing) 


(48 ) 
ing) but demonſtrative evidence of his poſſeſſing 
true Faith would ſuffice. If he had demonſtrative 
evidence, how came he ſo much to miſtake Simon's 

_ charafter? If he did not require it in one caſe» 
how comes he to be made by an improper inter- 
pretation to require it in his reply to the Eunuch? 
Whence ſuch a demand—as if thou believeſt 
with all thy heart—thou mayeſt be baptized ?* 
The only natural and conſiſtent way of reſolv- 
ing this matter, is, by taking into account, what 
there is ſo much reaſon to apprehend, the views 
at large of the Eunuch were when he aſked the 
queſtion. It is highly probable that ſome conver- 
ſation had paſſed between them, relating to the 
Ordinance. No doubt the nature of the Ordi- 

"nance and its uſe, of Faith and its uſe, would be 
noticed by Philip who expounded to him Jeſus. 
Anſwerable to the ideas, the Eunuch had, or 
which Philip might conſider his new Convert to 
have, he replied, I/ thou believeſt with all thine heort, 
thou mayeſt be baptized with the moſt encouraging 
hopes of Salvation. So much 1s implied, and ſo in 
effect aſſerted, for the nature of the Faith urged, 
is ſaving Faith, nothing ieſs. What is more na- 

tural therefore, than to canſider it here in rela- 
tion to its end, Salvation, and baptiſm being one 
mean, which as every other Ordinance, derives 
its efficacy from true Faith, Philip preſſes it in 
that view. Conſequently, the reply of Philip, 


CON 


(. 99 ) 
concurs with our Lord's general obſervation 
before noticed), He that believeth and is baptized, 
ſhall be ſaved, It is a reply modelled according 
to the views of the inquirer, deſigned to ſhew 
with what Faith he might expe& any ſaving ad- 
vantages from it. If Philip was not ſatisfied 
with his being a proper ſ{ubje for baptiſm before» 
and meant to lay down ſaying Faith as an indil- 


penſible pre- requiſite to baptiſm and his ad- 


miniſtration of it, it is not credible, a mere verbal 


declaration, falling ſhort too of that which he in- 


ſiſted on, belicving with all the heart, could make 
his path of duty clear. However he commanded 
the Chariot to ſtand ſtill : and they went down 


into the water, both Philip and the Eunuch, 


and he baptized him.—lIt is in my apprehenſion, 
a palpable miſtake to conſider true Faith here 
required otherwiſe, than as a perſonal thing eſſen- 
tial to Salvation.—lIt is one thing to require it in 
this view, as it relates to the su BIE T of an Ordi- 
nance. It is another, to require it as a Rule of 
adminiſtering it. Every Ordinance requires true 
Faith with reſpe& to its 1 0 uſe, ho. not for its 
adminiſtration. 


Adds, xxii. 16. And now why tarrieſt thou? 


ariſe and be baptized, and waſh away thy fins, calling 


on the name of the Lord. So ſpake Ananias to 


N's Paui 
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Paul immediately upon his receiving fight in the 
houſe of Judas, It is to be remembered here, as 
in other hiſtorical accounts, that what is extraor- 
dinary in the Apoſtle's caſe, either as confined 
to thoſe early times, or peculiar in ſome reſpetts 
to Paul himſelf, ſhould be diſtinguiſhed from that 
which is ordinary. Paul's converſion is marked 
with ſtrong and fingular proofs. Ananias could 
not poſſibly conſider him in any other light, but 
on a denial of the heavenly vifion he had ſeen, and 
the expreſs intimations he then received in ſavor 
of Paul. Paul, accompanied with peculiar proofs 
of a converted ſtate can not be drawn into a. 
precedent, in relation to the queſtion, who is a 
proper ſubject of Baptiſm? There was no room 
to be dubious as to the genuineſs of the change. 
Ordinary profeſſion among us is the only criterion 
for us to judge a perſon by, and far from being an 
infallible one. Our judgment can riſe no further 
than a judgment of charity. It will not do to 
make a perſon concerning whom, as in Paul's 
caſe, Ananias might judge of with certainty, a 
precedent to one, whom at moſt you can only 
form a judgment of charity about. Now that 
which makes the difference between Paul and 
others as to the ordinary courſe of things, forbids 
our making him a Precedent entirely. He was 
certainly a converted man, but was unbaptized. 


In the ſelf-ſame hour (ſuch was the haſte) that 


: 


. ( 101 ) 
he receives his ſight by the hands of Ananias, he 
lays to him, ariſe and be baptized, &c. The waſh- 


ing away fin, can, I conceive, be properly under- . 
ſtood only as it is conneQted in this caſe with 


baptiſm, and as that 'Ordinance may be conſi- 
dered as a mean to it. Ananias does not aim 


to inſinuate, Paul to be in an unſanQtified and un- 


pardoned ſtate, for how could he with ſuch ſu- 
perabundant evidence to the contrary. It 1s 


far from being a juſt inference from this addreſs, | 


that only ſuch as Paul, including all circumſtances 
of his caſe, is to be baptized. The nature of 
the caſe therefore, requires us to conſider Ana- 
nias's addreſs, as it reſpedts Paul as a converted 


_ perſon, and the Ordinance of Baptiſm enjoined 


and repreſented in it. The inference from the 
former 1s, that a perſon unbaptized, and in a 
converted ſtate as Paul was, ſhould be baptiz- 
ed, The matter of this inference is denied by 
none who allow of Baptiſm at all. The addreſs 
is next to be conſidered reſpeAUing the Ordinance 
f Baptiſm itſelf, Ariſe and be baptized, and 
waſh away thy fins, —i, e. by Baptiſm, and here 
being evidently exegetical The prominent idea 
of Baptiſm taken from this account, is of its 
being a mean to the purpoſe mentioned. Paul 
doubtleſs was viewed as one truly penitent, and 
| pardoned; this however, does not ſuperſede the 
propriety of his being A under the 


ordinary 
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155 ordinary and ſtanding idea of its facramentally 
1 waſhing away ſin. So far then, or in whatever 
1 ſenſe, Baptiſm is held forth as an Ordinance in 
- which there may be a waſhing of ſin, and its an- 
ſwering this purpoſe, is given as a reaſon for its 

adminiſtration, it will apply to a mixture of cha- 

raQters, penitent and impenitent. The idea en- 
tirly congruous to this uſe of Baptiſm is, that, 

Jointly with preaching, of its exhibiting Repen- 

tance, laying under obligations to it where it is 
not, and to perſiſting in it where it is begun- 
4 | Ariſe and be baptized, &c. ſays Ananias, calling 
* on the name of the Lord, i. e. ſuitably to the nature, 
: and obligations of a baptized ſtate. The adjunQs 

and properties of this calling, erjoined on Paul, 
| are thoſe of ſincerity and truth, of which as a con- 
; 1 verted perſon he was capable; but if this be made 
a pre-requiſite to Baptiſm in that ſenſe which 
every truely converted perſon, alone, can perform 
it, it is plain, a Miniſter cannot upon chis prin- 
ciple adminiſter an Ordinance but upon an in- 
fallible knowledge of a perſon's capacity coming 
up to this ſtandard. Alas, to admit this prin- 
ciple would be actually to annihilate the Ordi- 
nance itſelf as to practice. To conclude: if 
we ſeparate from this caſe of Paul's what ſhould' 

be ſeparated, and wherein alone it can be a 

rule or precedent to the ordinary adminiſtration 

of Baptiſm, it in no wiſe diſcountenances what 
is 
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is contended for in this work, but coincides with 
all the reſt in giving its ſanQion to it. 
In Acts, x. we have Peter opening his mouth 


at the houſe of Cornelius, and while he yet ſpake, 
the Holy Ghoſt fell on all them that heard the 


word; and they of the circumciſion which belie- 
ved, were aſtoniſhed, as many as came with Peter, 


becauſe that on the Gentiles, alſo was poured out 
the gift of the Holy Ghoft. For they heard them 
ſpeak with tongues and magnify God. Then 
_ anſwered Peter, Can any man forbid water, that 

theſe ſhould not be baptized, which have received the Ho- 
ly Ghoſt as well as we? This addreſs compared with 


Akts, viii. 16. As yet he (i. e. the Holy Ghoſt) was 


fallen upon none of them, only they were baplized in 
the name of Jeſus, leads us to obſerve—that if the 
Holy Ghoſt had not fallen upon theſe perſons, 
they would, notwithſtanding, have been proper 
Subjects of Baptiſmal Adminiſtration—that per- 
ſons may be baptized on other more radical 
ground than that apparently mentioned in ſome 
accounts, That it may with as much juſtice be 
inferred from this account, that receiving the 


Holy Ghoſt in a miraculous manner is effential 


to Baptiſm as ſome pretend to make believing 
eſſential to Baptiſm from its being ſaid, they that 
believed were baptized. But of this 
particularly under the next ſubdiviſion. 


(3) The 


more 


(14) 

(3) The ſubjeAs of Baptiſm appear to have 
been numerous in ſome caſes—Houſholds, &c. In 
| ſome accounts, likewiſe, confeſſing of fin, believ- 
Ing, receiving the word giadly, are attributed to 

the party baptized. | 

Mr. B. animadverting on Dr. W—'s re- 
preſentation of the numbers baptized by John, 
thus exclaims. How numerous! Not quite ſo 
* numerous, perhaps, as he thinks proper to 
«© inſinuate in this place.” With equal eaſe 
may it be retorted in reference to Mr. B. who in- 
clines to the oppoſite way of thinking. Not near 
lo few perhaps as Mr. B. thinks proper to in- 
ſinuate. Curious is the reaſoning which the laſt 
mentioned author adopts to diminiſh the num- 
bers baptized by John, * If (ſays he) ſuch mul- 
« titudes as Dr. W. ſeems to think, had been 
« baptized by that venerable man, it would be 
* impoſſible to conceive of our Lord baptizing 
« flill more, except we were to ſuppoſe either 
© that a great majority of the whole nation partly 
« by John, and partly by Chriſt was baptized, or 
c that many of John's diſciples were by the or- 
« der of Chriſt re-baptized, but of theſe things, 
« there is not the leaſt appearance, that I perceive 
„ in the New Teflament.” With reſpe& to 
the laſt ſuppoſition that *many of John's diſci- 
ples were by the order of Chriſt re-baptized,” 
| what is there to forbid the idea? So far from 


ſome- 
T 


„ 


ſomething to forbid, Akts, xix. 5. offers much 
to countenance it. While Apollos, (of whom it is 


ſaid in the preceding chapter, he knew only the 


Baptiſm of John), was at Corinth, Paul having 5 


paſſed through the upper coaſts and finding cer- 
tain Diſciples, ſaid unto them, axe ye re- 
ceived the Holy Ghoſt fince ye believed? And 
they ſaid, we have not ſo much as heard whether 
there be any Holy Ghoſt, Upon this, the Apoſ- 
tle immediately aſks. —Unto what then were ye 
baptized? No ſuch thing as any being diſcipled with- 
out Baptiſm, The anſwer returned, was, Unto 
John's Baptiſm. Then ſaid Paul, John verily 
bapiized with the Baptiſm of Repentance, laying 
unto the people (agreeable to the nature, deſign and 


obligations of his Miniſtry) that they snouLD (truly. 


and unfeignediy) believe on him which ſhould 
come after him, that is, on Chriſt Jeſus. When 
they heard this, they were baptized in the name of 
the Lord Jeſus, Having furniſhed Mr. B. with 
this paſſage, will he be at a loſs to perceive the 


| New Teſtament favourable to the idea of re-baßp- 


lizing John's Diſciples? Can it be pretended, or 
urged, that what happened now, was not done be- 
fore? He (Chriſt) muſt increaſe, and I muſt de- 
creaſe, is John's own account of our Lord's 
Miniſtry— and does it not comport, to lay 
the leaſt of · it, with the above ſentiment? Mr. 


B. proceeds : : The Apoſtolic Pen is very far 


Es * from 


Is 


— 
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from teaching us that the Diſciples of Chriſt, 
before his aſcenſion, were very numerous. Nor 
is there any juſt foundation for us to conclude, 
that the generality of thoſe nominal Diſciples 
who forſook the Miniftry of our Lord (John 


vi. 66.) had been baptized.” The general 


hiſtory of the New Teſtament will not ſupport 
theſe obſervations. The clauſe, AQs, i. 15. 
plainly reſpects the number gathered in one place, 
upon that occaſion. On the evidence akeady 
given, there is no ground to conceive there 
was any diſcipling, but baptizing made part of it. 


And unleſs thoſe, whom Mr. B. calls nominal 


Difciples were baptized, how is it poſſible io con- 
ceive, that Jeſus did what is related of him 


mac, and, or even bapiize MORE DISCIPLES than 


John. | 


Be the party baptized by John more or leſs, 
they were evidently fo Many, that if their number, 
the time, place, and deſign of John's Miniſtry be 
duly conſidered, it will be an arduous taſk indeed 
to ſhew that John proceeded upon a ſimilar prin- 
ciple to Antipedobaptiſts. Not forgetting that 
a credible profeſſion of Repentance is their prin- 
ciple, and taking along with us, ſober reafon”” Mr. 
B—'s. approved companion, let us examine the 
account. Then went out to him Jeruſalem and all 


Juddca, and all the region round about Jordan, Matth. 


iii. 3. Conſequently a vaſt many. Mr. B. 
accedes 
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accedes to the high probability that John was 
| fole Adminiſtrator, On him, therefore, it of 
courſe devolved, if their Baptiſm depended 
upon it, to receive their confeſſion. As the com- 
mon circumſtances of time, place, and manner, 
muſt be allowed in this caſe, it is a natural in- 
quiry, when, where, and how was this confeſſing 
performed. In the hiſtorical paſſages where it is 
recorded, there is a junction of it with the Bap- 
tiſmal Ordinance, Bapitzed in Jordan, confeſſing 
their ſins, This, however, (eſpecially if the mode 
of adminiſtration was immerſion) was very un- 
likely to be the caſe; yet, ſuppoling it a fad, it 
cannot afford a competent Argument in ſupport 
of a credible proſeſſion being required. Was a 
verbal confeſſion received by John in the inſtant 
of adminiſtering the Ordinance, when both the 
Baptizer and Candidate are ſuppofed to be in the 
water? Is it not abſolutely inadmiſſible, that a 
confeſſion taken under ſuch circumſtances, and 
from ſuch numbers could be deemed crEDiBLE 
by Jokn? A previous knowledge of all the par- 
ties muſt be at leaſt admitted to ſuppoſe an 
inſtantaneous confeſſion plauſible: he ſhould have 
demanded more time, further acquaintance, but 
of theſe things or any thing like them, we per- 
ceive not the ſmalleſt appearance in the hil- 
tory. Did this momentous circumitance of 
confeſſing happen any lengih of time before 

| O 2 adminiſtration ? 


. 
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adminiſtration ? How comes it to be fo cloſely 
Joined to the Ordinance, and if the order of the 
words have any ſtreſs laid on it, to follow it ? Or 
where could the Baptiſt engaged as he was, have 
an opportunity of obtaining that knowledge of 
their perſons, conduR, as well as confeſſion, to 
give it the air of being credible ;*and fo free him 
from the charge of aQting h-/lily and without judg- 
ment ? Had this venerable man waited, with re- 


ſpect to the multitude: he baptized, a length of 


time to have ſeen the fruits meet for repentance 


brought forth, the time of his miniſtry muſt have 
elapſed, Though he came to manifeſt Meſſiah to 
Iſrael by baptizing, he muſt have adminiſtered 
the Ordinance to next to none comparatively with 
the number he did, and it is natural to ſuppoſe, he 
would baptize, conſidering his errand. I Xx NEW 
HIM (CHRIST) NOT, BUT THAT UE SHOULD 
BE MADE MANIFEST UNTO ISRAEL, THERE 
FORE AM I COME BAPYIZING WITH WATER. 
It 1s very improbable that this being the avowed 
deſign of John's baptizing, the miniſtration ſhould 
have-reſted on ſuch a credible profeſſion of Re- 
pentance, that even Mr. B. being judge and 
conſiſtent with himſelf, requires much more time 
and evidence, than John had of ones, or could 
allow for the other. | 
Be the confeſſion what it may, it is aches ſaid, 
90 1 it was made, nor to whom. Neither is credibility 
| mentioned 
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mentioned as appertaining to, or required in it, 
and circumſtances conſidered, there is no reaſon 
to think that either one or the other was the caſe 
in reſpe& of the multitude baptized. The requiſi- 
tion in John's preaching was nothing leſs than Re- 


pentance. The ground on which ſome would re- 


preſent them baptized, is confeſſion of fin. How 


will theſe agree, unleſs as before obſerved, it can 


be ſhewn that confeſſion of Sin and Repentance 
is the sAuE THING. If John meant to require 


real Repentance in order to Baptiſm, he devia- 
ted from his own principle, by baptizing on that 


which does not come up to it. The inference 
from Jeruſalem, &c. confeſſing, if it be refer- 
red to and judged by John's preaching real Re- 
pentance, is, that it is a circumſtance, at moſt 
ſuitable, not eſſential ; for that only which is 
demonſtrative of the thing required can be juſt- 
ly deemed ęſſential: but if true Repentance was 
abſolutely required, then for want of a certain 
infallible rule of judgment, no one with certainty 
or ſafety could be baptized, much leſs ſuch a 
number as this hiſtory records. 

Again: It is worthy of remark, that John” 8 
Baptiſm being a Baptiſm or, or ux ro a ſtate of 
Repentance the very a& of adminiſtration 
muſt be virtually a confeſſion of fin. 


Baptiſm 
itſelf f is virtually a confeſſion of fin. 5 


The circumſtance of . lin, if the very 


nature 


8 
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nature of the Ordinance be taken into account, 
renders the paſſage under conſideration, no more 
inapplicable to Infants and Adults, then what the 
Apoſtle obſerves of Iſrael, when he ſays, They 
were baptized unto ; or virtually, both Infants 
and Adults, confeſſed Moſes in the cloud and the 
fea, Of the perſons baptized by John we have 
only an account in the aggregate. The great 
number reſorting to him, was one reaſon 
for his ſtation near Jordan. Is it poſſible to 
exclude the idea of children making part of this 
vaſt company? It is true, if confeſſion of ſin be 
eonſidered as univerſally implying a verbal de- : 
claration of it, no argument can be drawn from 
it in favor of Infant Baptiſm whate ver number 
might be preſent. But before this can be ad- 
mitted, it muft be ſhewn to be anliſcriptural 
to annex the idea of conſtructive ſpeaking to every 
Ordinance according to its nature and defign 
when adminiſtered ; or that in general confeſſions, 
ſuch as this was, we are not warranted to conh- 
der all virtually confeſſing, though not indivi- 
dually making it with their tongues. It is plain, 
that the paſſage alluded to, of the Iſraelites paſ- 
fivg through the red ſea, muſt reſpe& more the 


deſign of the paſlage itſelf, than the capacity or 


intention of thoſe as A BOD, who trod this 
intermarine path. It is natural to join witk 
the Ordinance in queſtion, whenever it ts perform- 
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ed, ſome idea of confeſſing ſrom the vxRY nas 
ru RE of it; and HEN CE it becomes EXHIBITORY 
or, and OBLIGATORY re, a correſpondent ſtate 
of Repentance. What hinders our viewing the 


hiſtory as it relates to John's baptizing in this 


point of view? Is there any thing contradiftory, 
abſurd, unnatural, or antiſcriptural in ſo doing? 
It is preſumed, neither. And if ſo, it well com- 
ports with the idea of the promiſcuous adminiſtra- 
tion of Baptiſm as it relates to penitents or 
impenitents, children and adults. 

Before I can accede to the opinion of our dif- 
fering brethren from any thing that a paſſage of 
this nature may allow, not only the remarks al- 
ready made mult be ſhewn to be futile, but ſome 
further queſtions and matters muſt be refolved. 
If it is admiffible, that of the great number John 
baptized, there was a mixture of impenitents and 
penitents in reſpect of their internal ſtate, is it 
not natural to conclude this confeſſion comports 
with fuch a difference of ſtate? If virtual, then 
it ſuits all ages. If verbal, then it ſuits all 
charaticrs, and it follows from the general 
expreſſion in the text, that it is a circum- 
ſtance ſuitable, not eſſential. To aſſume it as 
evidence for eſtabliſhing a credible profeſhon of 
Repentance, when not a word is laid about its 


credibility, and other circumſtances, is a fort of 


facrilege committed upon Scripture. Is Dr. 
355 Williams's 
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Williams's axiom approved by Mr. B. 71 «As 


« nothing ſhould be conſidered as an eſtabliſhed 
principle of Faith, which is not in ſome part of 
Scripture, delivered with perſpicuity : ſo that 
perſpicuity ſhould be ſought for principally 
where the point in queſtion is moſt profeſſed. 
ly handled.” Admitting this axiom, if the 
queſtion be aſked in relation to John's Baptiſm 


whether A CREDIBLE PROFESSION OF REPEN= 


TANCE vas an eſſential pre-requiſite in the bap- 
tized? I anſwer, No, unleſs we are at liberty to 
ſay, that is eſſential which is not mentioned; 

interpolate Scripture by ideas of our own; and 
to infer, that to be a pre-requiſite, which from the 
hiſtory there is no room to think, was, or could 
be had. The paſſage ſo far as perſpicuous leads 
to this concluſion ; it becomes ambiguous and 
encumbered with difficulties only as it is uſed to 
ſupport the cauſe of our opponents. Now inaf- 
much as where the point is profeſſedly handled, 
perſpicuity ſhould be ſought for principally, that 
ſentiment which renders the paſſage, circum- 


ſtances conſidered, moſt natural, eaſy and — 


ſpicuous, is deducible from it. 

In vain, therefore, is à plain example of a R- 
DIBLE PROFESSION, even ſuch as the author of 
Pædobaptiſm examined would lead us to conſider 
neceſſary to a politive right, ſought here. The 
formal inſtitution of John's Baptiſm, we hav 

ot 


e 
not; only a general account of its has from 
Heaven, The part of the narrative moſt 
likely to give us an inſight reſpeRing the 
point in queſtion, is where the Hiſtorian re- 
lates the ſubſtance of John's preaching. This 
has been conſidered. The hiſtorical ſummary . 
of Jeruſalem, Judea, &c. being baptized 
ſuppoſes a prior rule to which it may be re- 
ferred. Now John's requiring true repentance, 
(on the ſuppoſition he did it as an indiſpenſible pre- 
reguiſite to Baptiſmal Adminiſtration) and the 
hiſtorical account of the baptized confeſſing their 
x ns, being laid together, what is the In- 
ference ? I anſwer, One, which though natu- 
rally drawn from the premiſes, can never be ad- 
mitted, ALL whom John baptized were TRUE 
PENITEN TS, FOR they confeſſed their fins, With 
the utmoſt ſtretch of charity, the former part of 
the concluſion will not, I conceive, obtain credit; 
and the latter is equally objeQionable in proof of 
true Repentance. Mr. B. would introduce to our 
notice Mr. Baxter's reaſoning on this part of the 
ſubject. If any ſhould ſay, that it is only con- 
„ feſſion that is required, which is no ſign of 
« true Repentance : I anſwer, when John faith, 
« of we confeſs our ſins, he is faithful and juſt to for- 
give us our ſins, he Took that confeſſion to be a 
** ſign of true Repentance.” How could the 
Apoſtle do otherwiſe than conſider a confeſſion of 

. ſin 
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fin to be a ſign of true Repentance, with which 
he conneQs the actual remiſſion of fin ? But 
before the mouth can make confeſſion unto Sal- 
votion, man muſt bclieve with the heart unto 
righteouſneſs, Rom. x. 10. Mr. Baxter's ac- 
count of himſelf as an author, will prevent the 
reader's ſurprize at finding inadvertency and in- 
coherency in this part, and much more of the quo- 
tation produced by Mr. Booth. The good man 
makes this honeſt declaration: © I ſcarce ever 
% wrote one ſheet twice over, or ſtayed to make 
„ any blots or interlinings, but was fain to let it 
« go, as it was firſt conceived.” Chooſing, 
from reſpe@ to ſo worthy and learned a perſon to 
make him a critic upon himſelf, let us advert to 
the idea of taking confeſſion to be a ſign of 
true Repentance. | 5 
One thing 1s granted, that confeſſion of fin, be 
it made, how, when, or to whom it will, is a | 
ſign of true Repentance as requiſite for a ſinful 
creature, and under the goſpel poſſible, and de- 
manded. Any confeſſion is a ſign of this, but 
not of true Repentance poſſeſſed. Wherefore, 
after all that has been advanced, tending to prove 
the want of evidence in ſupport of a cre- 
dible profeſſion of Repentance in the baptized 
multitude—ſince the confeſſing of fin is con- 
joined with the act or undergoing of baptiſm— 
Taſk, is it not a natural and legitimate idea that 
a vir- 


| ( 115 ) 
a virtual confeſſion is partly and primarily in- 
tended ? A virtual confeſſion involved in the very 
nature of the Ordinance itſelf, derived partly 
from the aft of adminiſtring and under-going it, 
and accordingly ſo repreſented in the detail of 
the whole paſt tranſation. Analagous to thi 
is the account in John, iii. 23. And John al 
was baptizing in Enon, near to Salim, becauſe there 
was much water there: AND THEY CAME, AND, 
WERE BAPTIZED. It is impoſible to ſeparate 
from the Baptiſmal act itſelf, the idea of a virtual 
confeſhon, and inaſmuch as we have ſeen John's 
preaching was a call to a ſtate of Repentance 3; 
his Baptiſm unto that ſtate as an end; anda con- 
feſſion of ſin any how, is becoming a fallen crea. 
ture, contained in the Baptiſmal act itſelf, here 
is a reaſon why all ſhould indiſcriminately be 
baptized, and a way to account, conſiſtently and 
ſcripturally, how, Feruſalem and ali Judea, and 
the Region round about Fordan were baptized, 
| confeſſing their ſins. Baptiſm, as a poſitive rite 
and adminiſtered by John, ſo far as its nature and - 
manner are determined, appears to include in it 
a ſtate of Repentance as the deſigned end, a con- 
feſſion of fin involved in the act itſelf; and 
thus the circumftance recorded, confeſſing their 
ſins, as it follows the verb baptized, ſeems natu- 
rally connetted with, and to ariſe from, the per- 
ſons under a baptized ſtate. Very far therefore 
| 1 | is 
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it from being a pre- requiſite, or giving a ſanc- 


tion to the diſtinguiſhing ſentiment or praftice of 


our opponents in regard of credible profeſſion. | 


% 


We are informed in the hiſtory of the Ads, 
Then they that gladly received his word were baptized. 
Acts ii. 41.—When they (the Samaritans) belzeved 
Philip, preaching the things concerning the kingdom 


of God, and the name of Jeſus Chriſt, they were 


baptized, both men and women, AQs, viii. 12.— 


Many of the Cormthians, hearing, believed, and were 


baptized. Acts, xviii. 8. That theſe paſſages de- 
termine ſomething about the Baptiſmal Ordinance 


is un-queſtionable, but the queſtion for conſider- 
ation is, wnaT? Is the language here uſed 
concerning the baptized party, merely deſcriptive 
of perſons who were de fatto, in point of fact, 
baptized? Or, is it definitive and decifive of chara- 
Qcrs who have a ſole excluſive right to its ad- 
miniſtration? It is eaſy to perceive theſe queſtions 
to be very different, and that nearly the ſame 
ſtile of expreſſion might be adopted, where one 
and not the other, of theſe ideas is intended. The 
following reaſons, along with the arguments in 
general urged on this ſubject, incline me to 


as they appear to draw the line between the bap- 
9 - tized 


— * 


embrace the opinion, that theſe paſſages are de- 
ſcriptive of perſons who were baptized. So far 


6870 


tized aud unbaptized, is there not Scripture-Au- 


thority for regarding the charaQers in oppoſition 
to thoſe baptized, to be ſuch who abſolutely re- 
jected the miniſtrations of the Goſpel ? ? Is not 
the contraſt given us after this manner, AQs, 
xvii. 4 ? Some believed and conſorted with Paul, and 


Silas, Sc. But the Jews which believed 1 not, moved 


with envy, took unto them certain lewd fellows of the 
baſer fort, and gathered a company and ſet the city 


on an uproar. Other inſtances might be produced 


to the ſame effect. In the paſſage juſt mention- 
ed, is not the diſaffection of the UN BELIE= 
vers, to the Golpel-miniſtry at large, evident ? 
They had an equal right to it in reſpe& of 


Chriſt” s commiſſion with others, but they wilful- 


ly diſclaimed it. By BELIEVERS, on the other 
hand, to whom they are oppoſed, that deſerip- 
tion of perſons who might believe with the heart, 
and thoſe who only profeſſed faith, is promiſcu- 
ouſly intended. Simon Magus was an inſtance 
of the laſt claſs; and though the hiſtorian was 
about to record, that Peter pronounced him in 
the gall of bitterneſs, and the bonds of iniquity, 
yet he previoully tells us, Then did Simon believe alſo. 
Whatever internal difference appears between 
theſe two claſſes, there was one thing in which 
they viſibly agreed, namely a profeſſion of faith. 
One thing further, they reſembled each other 
in, mentally, and that was willingneſs or onſent. 


However 


be, 


15 


However profeſſion of faith could not be receiv- 
ed as demonſtrative of true faith in poſſeſſion, 
it might be juſtly admitted in full proof of con- 
ſent. That this is the leading circumſtance to be 
regarded in the hiſtory of believers-Baptiſm 
is plain to me, becauſe wherein theſe two ſorts 
of them may be ſuppoſed to agree, there the 
difference of unbelievers contraſted with them 
begins. The line of diltinQtion lies between con- 
; ſenting and non-conſenting. While there can be 
no reaſonable doubt entertained of the exiſtence 
of theſe three claſſes mentioned, two of believers 
and one of unbelievers, the two firſt are involv- 
ed in one deſcription. And, it is as true, as 
it is remarkable, that New Teſtament hiſtory 
affords no caſe in contradiction to the above 
remarks. There is no account of perſons who 
appear to have conſented to an attendance on 
the Goſpel-miniſtry, whom we have reaſon to 
conſider remaining in an unbaptized ſtate. In 
the paſſages, then, cited at the head of this pa- 
ragraph, it ſhould appear, we have language 
| not charaQteriſtic of baptized perſons in reference 
5 | to a ground of right, but of ſuch who were in 
E point of fact baptized, profeſſing and manifeſting 
that conſent, which, unleſs the law of nature has 
i | violence offered to it, muſt be obtained, before 
18 Chriſt's Miniſters can execute their commiſſion. 
„ No impediment lies in the way of a more extenſive 
Baptiſmal 
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Baptiſmal 1 than Antipædobaptiſis 


practice from texts of this fort, Their contents 


weigh in the ſcale as merely hiſtorical fats. 
Their phraſeology does not neceſſarily or na- 


turally convey the idea that would confine Bap- 


tiſm to what is called a credible profeſſion. It 
is therefore made to have a meaning foreign to 
the form and deſign of the language uſed. And 
a credible profeſſion, as the diſtinguiſhing ſenti- 
ment of a party, uſurps a 998 which does not 
belong to it. 
Of houſehold Baptiſins, there are ſeveral inſtan- 
ces expreſsly mentioned in the New Teſtament 
hiſtory, Mr. B. examining theſe from AQs, 
xvi. 15. Xvi. 33. 1 Cor. i. 16. remarks: 
© It is not uncommon for the ſacred writers to 
« aſſert this or the other concerning a houſe- 
« hold, without any expreſs limitation, which is 
« manifeſtly meant of only the greater part : and 
« in other places the ſame form of ſpeaking is 
* uſed, where none but Adults can be intended. 
« A few examples may ſuffice, Thus it is 
„ writen, ALL THE HOUSE of Joſeph, and tus 
« Brethren, and his Father's houſe, went up to bury 
t Jacob ; only their littlc Ones they left in the land of 
« Goſhen. Elkonah and ALL His yousE went up 
« to offer unto the Lord, the yearly ſacrifice, yet 
« we are told in the following verſe, that Han- 
* nah and the child Samuel, went not up.” 
Strange 
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( Pp 1) 
Strange ! that inſtances ſo in. adapted & to the Au- 
thor's wants and views, ſhould make their ap- 
pearance. Have we not an EXPRESS EXCEPTION 
of Infants and Children in theſe paſſages ? Is not 
this expreſs exception made—not upon a princi- 
ple that will render them of uſe to Mr. B— 
not becauſe theſe children were incompetent to 
the act ſpecified, or the deſign thereof? Are we 
not TOLD that they were left at home ? , Other- 
wiſe, the phraſe, all the houſe, ſo naturally includes 
the idea of a family as ſuch, that ſo far as 
theſe paſſages manifeſt, were it not for an ex- 
preſs exception, we had no buſineſs to preſume 
on the common topic of Antipædobaptiſts in 
other parts of Scripture ; and conclude, they 
were not involved in theſe acts? | 

© In the New Teſtament, lays Mr. B. the 
word houſe or houſehold is repeatedly uſed, in 
s ſuch a manner as to exclude Infants. Thus, for 
« inſtance, we are informed, that a man's foes 
e ſhall be they of his own houſehold ; that a no- 
e bleman at Capernaum believed and his whole 
« houſe; that Cornelius feared God with all 
© his houſe ; that unruly talkers ſubvert whole 
« houſes ; that Paul and his companion ſpake 
« the word of the Lord to the Philippian Jai- 
wo lor and to all that were in his houſe ; that he 
„ rejoiced, believing in God with all his houſe, 
and that the houſe of SGT addicted them- 
« ſelves 
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4 ſelves to the miniſtry of the Saints, in all which 
* examples Infants muſt be excepted.” The pur- 
port, for which theſe accounts are urged, is by no 
means ſatisfaftory ; becauſe there is ground to con- 
ceive THE DESIGN, and therefore the MEANING 
of them, to be foreign to the uſe they are applied 
to by Mr. B— Can it be imagined, that what is 
here related, of a man's foes being thaſe of his 
own houſehold : of a nobleman believing with 
all his houſe, and of the reſt mentioned in the 
quotation, was ever meant to inſinuate, Infants 
made no part of their houſeholds ? If ſuch was 
not the deſign of the hiſtory, is it not bold, (to 
expreſs myſelf moderately) to interpret them as 
if every idea of Infants was to be exeluded 
from theſe families, when it is unnatural to con- 
ceive of them without ſuch members? Is it not 
far more conſiſtent and proper to conſider the 
line of diſtinQion in reference to thoſe who be- 
lieved, to be drawn, not between the different 
ages and capacities in the ſame family, but be- 
tween them and others? Purſuing this clue, 
may they not be underſtood to the- -following 
effect? When Chriſt obſerves, a man's foes 
ſhall be thoſe of his own houſehold, he would 
repreſent his houſehold in ſuch an hoſtile ſtate, 
that from the actual condud of its adult members, 
and the infa tile ſtate of the reſt, he cannot 
conſider himlelf as having a friend in his own 


0” houle, 


the believing character, 
but to maturer age. 
lievers compoſing a 


3 it; ſo, as far as Infants a 


(408 
houſe. Anſwerable to this, is the view given us, in 
my apprehenſion, of the Nobleman and his houſe, 
Cornelius, and his houſe, &c. There were none 


who, in the judgment of charity, ought to be re- 
garded, as unbelieving irreligious perſons. The 


language of theſe paſſages is not deſcriptive of 
families, as divided among themſelves into In- 
fancy and riper age, but in reference to others 
promiſcuouſly confidered. There is no ground, 
I apprehend, to confider in the ſacred writings, 
er oppoſed to Infancy, 
s the circumſtance of be- 
eater of ſmaller part of \ 
a houſehold, is no proof, Nhere are not Infants 
noticed in Scrip- 
ture, it is totally unwarrantable to put them on a 
level with unbelievers. Again: when we read 
of unruly talkers ſubverting whole houſes; if it is 
not to be ſuppoſed, there were no Infants among 
them, query, are they not involved in the ſub- 
verſion? Will the plea be urged, theſe houſes 
were ſubverted by talking? What is that to the 
purpoſe, while a blow at the root may change 
the ſtate, not of the ſtock only, but alſo of the 
branches. 

As to Lydia, whether ſhe was a married wo- 
man or ſingle, (and Mr. B. imagines the latter 
molt likely from the phraſe, ker houſehold) it is not 


Very material. © But ſuppoſing her to have had 


A huſband 


* 


4 
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a huſband, as Philippi where ſhe was merchan- 
of her ſtated reſidence, but Thyatira. Acts 


xvi. 14. it is the more unlikely if ſne had any 
children, that Infants made a part of the houſe- 


cc 


her place of ſtated reſidence, the phraſe, her 


houſehold, leads us to conſider her at this time a- 


part from her huſband. Of whom, then, is it 
probable that her houſehold conſiſted ? Suppoling 


that as% married woman ſhe might have chil- 
dren, and that Philippi, for a ſeaſon at leaſt, 
was a place of her abode, is it not far more 


likely, that theſe were with the mother at this 


city, than with the father, at Thyatira ? Cuſtom, . 


if heard, will reply in the affirmative. —Leaving 


theſe things as minutiæ which would have been 
_ unnoticed, had not the work I am examining re- 


quired it, let us attend to Lydia's cafe. When 
the Lord had opened her heart, that ſhe attended 
to the things ſpoken of by Paul, the next thing re- 
lated is, the Baptiſmef hHERSELT and HER HOUSE= 
HOLD. A total ſilence is obſerved concerning 
their number, age, or character. The bare fact 
of their Baptiſm is recorded. Here then, is a 


PRECEDENT; and it is that of a voustnoLD. 
| 22 35 not 


dizing, does not ſeem to have been the place 


hald at the time to which che text refers.“ 
Thus Mr. B; and is there not ſomething extraor- 
dinary in this paragraph? On the ſuppoſition, 
that ſhe was a married woman, and Thyatira was 
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not as a family of credible believers, for there id 

not one word whence we may conclude they were 

ſo: no, not from v. 40. where Paul and Silas, be- 

ing liberated from priſon, are ſaid to enter into the 

houſe of Lydia{ and when they had ſeen the ꝓrethren, 

they comforted them and departed, * Perhaps theſe 
© Brethren were not of the houſehold. It might 

* be ſo. I find however, none but brethren in 

* the houſe. When you are able to prove that 

&© Lydia had any children, I will pay uncommon 

© attention to the offspring of that amiable wo- 

« man.” So writes Mr. Martin in his letters to 
Mr. Horſey. According to this mode of rea- 
ſoning, Lydia may as well be ſuppoled to have 

no females in her houſehold, for ſays Mr. M. 

very ſagaciouſly, I find none but brethren inthe 
houſe.” Whether we conſider her as a fingle 

woman or married, a houſekeeper, or in buſineſs, 
this was very unlikely, and too improper to be 

true. Beſides: are we at liberty to infer, that 

Paul and Silas had no brethren in the city beyond 

the limits of Lydia's family? There is ſtrong 
reaſon to believe the contrary, as the peruſal of 
the chapter, and of the Epiſtle addreſſed by Paul 
and bearing the name of Philippians, will evince. 

The paſſage cited ſo far from meaning to deter- 
mine who were the members of Lydia's houſe- 

hold, plainly points out Lydia's houſe, where Ihe 

had conſtrained Paul and Silas to abide, to be 

| the 
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| the place where the brethren met for the purpole 
of an interview. with Paul and Silas as TOE: 


departed. 
In-the ſame chapter that we read of y n 


account is given us of the Jailor. Several things 
IA his caſe require ſome attention. One is, the 
Apoſtle's reply on his aſking, what ſhall I do 


to be ſaved? Believe in the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and 


thou ſhalt he ſaved, and thy houſe. Here, if I miſ- 
take not, is a confirmation and inſtance, how 
Paul, did, and miniſters ought, to declare the 
Goſpel as it reſpe&s perſons promiſcuouſly, whe- 


ther Adults or Children. He informs him of 


the way of Salvation for himſelf, and his houſe, 
of whomſoever they might conſiſt. And is it not 
the doctrine contained inthe boſom of his anſwer, 
that none can be eternally ſaved under the Goſ- 


pel-diſpenſation, without faith in the habit or 


the act —It is next obſerved of Paul, and 


Silas, that they ſpoke the word to him, (the Jailor) 


and ull that were in his houſe. If, what is common 
upon much ſmaller occaſions may be ſuppoſed to 
take place here, the alarm which ſo great an 
earthquake as then happened, muſt occafion, 
would, when it was over, cauſe ſome to reſort to 
that ſpot. This idea is offered, not without ſome 
evidence in its favour from v. 35. And when it 
was day, the Magiſtrates ſent the Sergeants, ſaying, 


Let theſe men go. They appear to have been 


acquainted with what had happened, and to have 
. | aſſembled 
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aſſembled for conſultation, and early to have dif- 
patched meſſengers to the priſon to have Paul 

and Silas diſcharged. The Al in the Jatlor's 
houſe, it is highly probable, were a mixed num- 
ber, conſiſting of thoſe whom the circumſtance 
of the earthquake had brought there, beſides the 
Jailor's family, All, whatever difference of age 
might be among them, had, on this occaſion of 
Paul's preaching, the given right to be preached 
unto, recognized —TnE JAILOR AND ALL HIs 
were baptized flraightway, It is certain to a ]zw, 

* (ſays Dr. Prieſtley, whom Mr. B. occaſion- 
&« ally quotes) ſuch phraſes would convey the 
«© jdea of the Children, at leaſt, if not of 

« domeſtic ſlaves, having been baptized as 
« well as the head of a family. From the 
very firſt promulgation of curisTIAaNITY, it 
© could not but be manifeſt that perſons were in- 
* tereſted in 1T, as individuals, and not as mem- 
* bers of families or ſocieties. I make no doubt 
e but that in general, if there were Adults, Chil- 
* dren or Slaves in a family, at the time that the 
* Maſter profeſſed himſelf a chriſtian, they were 
© not baptized without their own conſent, but 
* no conſideration that can be ſuppoſed to have 
occurred to Jews, could have led them to make 
* the ſame exception in favor of Infants.” Here 
then is ANOTHER PRECEDENT OF. HOUSEHOLD 
BAPTISM. Mr. Blake did not write inconſider- 
ately - 


1 
1 


ately when he ſays, We have examples not to be 
* contemned of baptizing wHoLF HOUSEHOLDS, 
and whether Infants were there or no, as it is 
« not certain, though probable, o 1T. Is nor _ 
«© MATERIAL. The precedent is an HOUSEHOLD. 
He that followeth the precedent, muſt baptize 


* houſeholds. It appears not that any wife was 
*© there ; yet he that followeth the precedent, 
r muſt baptize wives, and ſo I may ſay, fer- 
« vants, if they be of the houlehgld.”—lIt is 
added, according to our Engliſh tranſlation ; when 
he had brought them into his houſe, he ſet meat before 
shem, and rejoiced believing in God with all his 
houſe. The original anſwering to the words with 


all his houſe, is but one, and that word an A- 


VERB, immediately following the verb, rejozced. 
* Adverbs are added to verbs to denote ſome 
modification or circumſtance of an action.“ 
Lowru—Was the Greek rendered Iiterally and 
adverbially, the Engliſh would run thus, us 
(the Jailor) rejoiced nousrLY, Certain it is, 
that in the paſſage, of which this is a clauſe, the 
Jailor himſelf is immediately brought forward. 
He let meat before them and rejoiced—then fol- 
Jows the adverb, to denote ſome modification or 
circumſtance, of his rejoicing. So the Seventy 


ſeem to have underſtood the ſame word, by their 


tranſlating that paſſage in the Old Teſtament, 
Now theſe are the names of the children of Ifrael, 
wich 


ee 
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which came into Egypt, every man (panoki) with 
his houſehold, or according to the Greek houſely, 
came with Jacob. Every man houſely came! In- 
fants and all together. The verb, came, expreſſes 
the mental diſpoſition, and local movement of 
the Head of the family—not to the excluſion of 
Adults who were willing and able to move—not 
to the exception of Infants, who muſt from their age 
be paſſive in this removal. In like manner, when 
it is related of the jailor, that he rejoiced houſe- 
I, will not the ſame mode of interpretation ap- 
ply ? Is it not evident, there was occaſion for 
Joy throughout the family? The Jailor, there- 
fore rejoiced houſely—in relation to himſclf and 
his. The Adults of his houſehold rejoiced alſo. 
This admitted; yet the hiſtory tells us he re- 
Joiced houſely—not to the excluſion of Infants 
if any; though as was obſerved on the verb, 
came, in the other paſſage, it requires a dif- 
ference of application to a ſtate of age and 
infancy. The general ideas are, conformable to 
what is common, when a man with his family, 
and as the head of it is ſaid to rejoice houſely, 
after a houſely manner, — all have occaſion for 
joy—the Adults in it are joyous—Infants 
as intereſted -in every matter of rejoicing to 
a family, are involved with the reſt. This con- 
ſtruction obtains a ſanftion from common ſenſe, 


and common cuſtom, as well as from the Scrip- 
| | ture 
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ture. inſtance produced before, and cited by Mr. B. 

though for a different purpoſe, —Not One word 
is ſaid of the Faith of any of the. Jailor's 
houſehold, but of hrs own The literal tranſlation 
of the paſſage according to the order of the words, 
is, he rejoiced bouſely, having believed in God. 
Whether Infants or Adults, or both, compoſed 
the jailor's family, chey were all baptiz ed. To in- 
fer, that true Faith is required i in order to Baptiſm 
from ſuch an hiſtorical caſe as this, when it is im- 
| mediately and only made indiſpenſible to Salva- 
tion—That the Jailor was baptized, becauſehe be- 
lieved, when if the order of the hiſtory be regar- 
| ded, he is not characterized as a believer, till we 
are informed of his being a baptized, perſon— 
that his ſamily were baptized on a credible pro- 
feſſion of faith, when not a word is ſaid about 
their believing—would be ſtrange Logic indeed, 

Let only this kind of arguing be abandoned, and 
the caſe ſtands plainly a natural precedent, to 
houſehold-baptiſm as tuch ; and Paul a BAPTIZER 
of them [NDISCRIMINATELY. ; 


What has been advanced, unleſs the reafoning 
can be overthrown, goes to prove the injuſtice 
and futility of the 1 plea, ſilence of ſeripture— 
No precedent—againt Pædobaptiſts. W. hat! Scrip- 
ture % lent concerning children, when our Lord 
R hag 


5 
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has ſo graciouſly and expreſsly pronounced them 
of the kingdom of heaven, included them under 
the goſpel-ſtate. Silent / when they are as natural. 
ly underſtood by the term nations, the objects of 
the commiſſion, as Adults. Silent, when they are 
diſtinctly and expreſsly mentioned in the promiſe 
arged by Peter, on the famous day of Pentecoſt, 
and that in connection with Baptiſm. Silent, when 
houſeholds are ſaid to have been baptized, in ſome 
of whom there is no account of the faith but of an 
individual ; and when there is ſuch reaſon to con- 
ſider belizolkg among Adults in a family not op- 
poſed to the Infants thereof, but to the famaly- 
fate of others. If we are not ſatisfied with theſe 
things, what greater preciſion have we a tight 
to expect? 

It is certainly a miſtake, if there is weight in 
the preceding repreſentations, to conſider Faith in 
reference to the Baptiſmal Ordinance, in any 
other light, than as a mean whereby the ſubje& of 
it becomes, not intitled, but rather diſpoſed, to let 
the Apoſtles, according to the commiſſion, diſ- 
ciple them by baptizing. Perfectly conſiſtent 
with this idea, are thoſe hiſtorical paſlages, Aa 
ii. 41.—Xvi g4.—Xvill, 8. 

I am greatly miſtaken if the uſual plea of no 
precedent, as well as no precept, may not be retor- 
ted on the oppoſite party. Be it obſerved, it is an 
ay thing to fancy ourſelves in poſſeſſion of a 

precedent 
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precedent from ſome reſemblance. Precedents 
can only be viewed as a ſort of ſecond Rules; they 
involve in themſelves, both principles and actions: 
and unleſs there is a conformity to both, it is 


only a partial deceiving imitation. This ap- 


pears to me to be the caſe with Antipedobaptiſts, 
when they engroſsto themſelves Scripture-prece- 
dents, as they reſpe& Adults. Allowing their 
Baptiſm of perſons on what is deemed a cre- 
dible profeſſion, to be valid, yet, ERROR is in- 
ſeparable from it. Examined by the principles 


and practices of New Teſtament baptizers, both 


which muſt be taken into account under the term 
precedent, they have none for their diſtinguiſſiing 
ſentiments and praflice. There is good reaſon 
to believe, that all who conſented and all who did 
not diſſent, were baptized. There is no inſtance 


to the contrary ; but much otherwiſe. Where 


do we find perſons attending on the miniſtry in 
an unbaptized ſtate, from any objeQtion to ad- 
miniſter the Ordinance on the part of the of- 
ficiating miniſter ? Judging of principles by con- 
duQ, is it not likely, that the Baptizers recorded 
in the New Teſtament, acted upon very differ- 
ent ones from Antipædobaptiſts? Hence their 
d:ſpatch, their numerous Adminiſtrations. Judge 


of their 60nduf by their principles and from the 


tenor of their preaching, it is not to be won- 
dercd at, that they ated with more ſpeed, and 


R © baptized 
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| baptized greater numbers, than our differing 
friends, conſiſtently with their principles could 
have done. 

The utmoſt after all, which Mr. B. ſeems to 
reſt his cauſe upon, is—the plea of its be- 
ing implied in the ſcripture. For, when Dr. 
Addington aſks and anſwers, & Is there no ex- 
c preſs command of Chriſt to baptize believers ? 
« Not one in all the New Teſtament, „Mr. B. 
ſubjoins, If by an expreſs command, he mean thoſe 
© very words, baptize believers, 11 is ALLOWED. 
te but what is that to the purpoſe, while the ideas 
e are as plainly and: ſtrongly expreſſed as if the 
« jdentical words had been repeatedly uſed.” 
No expreſs command in fo many words for baptiz- 
ing believers! Even Mr. B. concedes. The 
baſis on which the cauſe of Catholic Baptiſm 
depends, is, a divine order to diſciple all 'na- 
tions, or baptize and teach them under our 
Lord's commiſſion. The identical words © bap- 
« tize believers,” and the hiſtorical accounts 
wherein we read of Believers-baptiſm are very 
different things. The one is an order, the o- 
ther relates to an hiſtorical fact. 

Upon the ſtrength of what has been 5 
concerning Baptiſmal precedents, including prin- 
ciples and actions, I conclude, that the Apoſtles 
of Chriſt treated the nations as having a given 
right to an evangelically-inſtituted ſtate, that 
Bap- 


| 6.598 1 
Baptiſm was adminiſtered as apperiaining to 
| the general diſpenſation of the Goſpel, and per- 
ſons promiſcuouſly made partakers of it. 

IV. Thoſe paſſages require ſome notice where- 


in perſons are addreſſed as baptized. Of theſe, 


the following, by way of ſpecimen; will be ſuffici- 
ent. Know ye not that ſo many of us as were 


baptized into Jeſus Chriſt were baptized into 


his death? Therefore we are buried with him 
by Baptiſm into death : that like as Chriſt was 
raiſed up from the dead by the Glory of the 
Father, even ſo alſo we ſhould walk in newneſs 
of life. Rom. vi. 3. 4. By one Spirit are we 
all baptized into one body, whether we be Jews 
or Gentiles, whether we be bond or free; and 


have been all made to drink into one ſpirit. 


1 Cor. xii. 13. For as many of you as haye 
been baptized into Chriſt, have . put on Chriſt. 
Gal. iii. 27. Buried with Him in Baptiſm, where- 

in alſo ye are riſen with Him. Coloſſ. ii. 12. 
The ſituation in which the perſons addreſſed in 
theſe paſſages are immediately placed, is, that 
. of perſons baptized. The expreſſions found . in 
them, are plainly taken from the nature, deſign, 
and uſe of the Ordinance itſelf, What is there 
in theſe repreſentations, to contradict the idea of 
Baptiſm acceflible by, as well as incumbent upon, 
all indiſcriminately ? Should not every one 
Put on Chriſt, ſo far as this can be done by 
| | the 


| 
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the adminiſtration of the Ordinance ? Should 
they not be baptized in his death, that like as 
_ Chriſt was raiſed from the dead, they ſhould 
Walk in newneſs of life? Is Baptiſm expreſſive 
of the general incorporation of Jews and Gen- 
tiles, how ſuitable to ſuch a deſign is the extenſive 
adminiſtration of it contended for in this work ? 
That children and ſervants ſhould not have their 
Baptiſm formally and expreſsly pleaded and ur- 
ged as a ground of obligation in the Epiſtles, is 
a circumſtance very ſtrange to Mr. B. on the 
ſuppoſition they were to be baptized upon the Pæ- 
dobaptiſt- plan. But where was the neceſſity for it 
in Epiſtles addreſſed to parents and maſters di- 
rely ? Does not a gardener by watering the 
root, water the branches of a tree alſo? It is 
ſufficient to have children and ſervants noticed 
in ſuch a manner, as beſpeaks them regarded by 
the Apoſtles under an evangelically-inſticuted 
ſtate. 

Thus I cloſe this TR pleading the variety 
and importance of its contents to the ſubje& in 
view, for its length. It was begun with declaring 
the relative privileged ſtate of the nations under 
the goſpel, to contain a ſufficient title to the Bap- 
tiſmal Ordinance, and to be a rule of direQion in 
adminiſtering it, Objedtions to this idea have not 
been ſhunned, but fought for, in ſeveral quarters 
where Hoſt _ to be found, Nothing like an 
inſuperable 
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inſuperable difficulty ariſes on examining, the re- 
lative change and the Baptiſmal-ordinance itſelf— 
our Lord's great commiſſion—accounts of Bap- | 
tiſmal Adminiſtration—or paſſages addreſſed to 
perſons as or about to be baptized. On the con- 
trary, it is the Author's opinion, and ſubmitted to... 
the candid and impartial Reader for his judgment 
thereon, that every one of theſe four leading 
Diviſions of this chapter, in various points of 
view, confirms the cauſe of Catholic Baptiſm on 
the ground of a general right to it, 


Cauarria 


1 
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CHAPTER III. 


— — 


Brief Obſervations, ſerving to explam, en- 
force, and recommend Catholic Baptiſm. 


H AVING in the preceding pages offered rea- 
ſons for thinking that bhaptizing enters into 
the compoſition of a diſcipled ſtate, diſciple being 
accordingly to be underſtood in our Lord's 
commiſſion, is ,conſequently, A GENERAL TERM. 
The far greateſt part of the words that make all 
© languages are general terms, originating in rea- 
fon and neceſſity.“ Doubtleſs our Lord's 
uſe of them is to be traced to ſuch an origin. 
Any other mode of expreſſing himſelf would not 
have ſuited the extenſive plan of his Grace, his 
high Authority, and therefore his Wiſdom adop- 
ted it. To the former obſervation of Mr. Locke, 
the following may be added as a guide in the uſe 
of general terms. © Words, fays he, becorhe 
« general [and therefore to be treated ſo] by 
e ſeparating from them the circumſtances of 
« Time and Place, and any other things that may 
© determine them to this or that particular ex- 
* iſtence.“ Anſwerable to this account, ſome one 
| general 


(a | 
general idea is conveyed by this capital word in 
the Commiſſion: the force and the ſpirit of the 
whole centers here. 4 5 


Pertinent are Dr. Williams's obſervations on 


the ſame terms in reference to the word baptize, 
if ſubjected to certain alterations. His words 
altered to our purpoſe are: all general terms in 
the laws of God and man do not fix the mode as 


contra-diſtingmſhed from thoſe of determinate 


Specification, Terms being reducible to this 
two-fold diſtribution, it is evident, that a wiſe 
Eegiſlator will uſe one or the other fort according 
to the deſign he has in view, If he means to 
direct his Miniſters to the performance of a duty 
in a certain ſpecific manner, he will employ ſpe- 
cific terms. Thus if our Lord's deſign had been, 
in the caſe before us, to enjoin teaching only or 
eſſentially, we ſhould have a word conveying 
that idea, whereas it has been ſhewn that the ori- 
ginal word properly rendered, diſciple, does not. 
If the language in which the law is promulged, 
daes not afford ſuch a word as abſolutely conhnes 
a Miniſter to one thing, the remedy lies ealy in 


a circumlocution or an explanatory cauſe. This 
remedy, the I egiſlator has graciouſly beſtowed 
upon us in the ſubſequefit parts of the Comm i- 
fion, for thus it runs, Go ye and diſciple all na- 
actions.“ The general duty required in this legiſla- 
tive language is to diſciple: the manner in wuich 
| 8 5 it 


4 


Co} 
it is to be performed, is to be ſought in the ſe- 
quel, baptizing, teaching. It is the Will of Chriſt, 
as here revealed, that all nations ſhould be diſci- 
pled. He utters a gracious royal mandate, that 
all nations, jewiſh and gentile, ſhould be baptized, 
taught, or in other words, be miniſterially fixed 


and recognized in an evangelically-inſtituted, mo- 


ral-poſitive ſtate of Worſhip. The term, diſci- 
ple, is open but expreſs, Well might an order 


of ſuch extenſive grace and authority be intro- 


duced by the auguſt declaration; ALL powER 19 
GIVEN UNTO ME IN HEAVEN AND EARTH. Tt 


demands our moft grateful admiration; and the 
Tongue of Zacharias exhibits a pattern for our 


Praiſe. Luke, t. 67. 
The true doftrine of pofetrve inſtitutes is, con- 


feſſedly, a matter of moment in this controverſy. 


Mr. B. therefore has very liberally ſupplied his 
Readers with twenty quotations from Pædobap- 


tiſts, containing, as he is pleaſed to expreſs 


himſelf, “the grand principles of legitimate rea- 


ſoning'' on the fubject. On a deliberate peruſal 
of them, and weighing them one with another, 


I am prepared to affirm, there is not one of them 
which is not perfectly confiſtent with what has 


been advanced relating to, and in ſupport of, 
Catholic Baptiſm. The moſt leading principles 


in regard of poſitive inſtitutes are the following : 


As they derive their whole Being from the 


ſovereign 


. 


8 
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«* ſovereign pleaſure of God, ſo his revealed 
Will muſt have given them their exiſtence un- 


« ſequently, we cannot know any thing about 
«© their preciſe nature, their true deſign, the pro- 
<< per ſubjeQts of them, or the right mode of ad- 
© miniſtration, further than the Scriptures teach. 
* They are determined by divine inſtitution as to 
* their matter, manner, ſignification.— The ob- 
« ligation to obſerve them, ariſes not from the 
goodneſs of the things themſelves but from 
the authority of God. Our obligation to ob- 
ſerve them, does not reſult from our ſeeing the 


„God.“ The admiſſion of theſe principles is 
not hazardous to the cauſe vindicated in this 
work.—On the contrary, ſo far as divine Reve- 


lation is ſubmitted to, as determining the exact 


poſition, or ſituation, as well as the nature, man- 
ner and ſignification of Baptiſm, it is imagined, 
that the ſituation it has been repreſented to occu= 
py in regard to our Lord's commiſſion, better 
ſuits a view of it ſo far as a poſitive Ordinance, 
than on the plan of Antipædobaptiſts. 

While it is admitted that a poſitive inſtitute 


| depends upon the divine authority, Caution be- 
comes us, that we do not make the BLESSED GOD 


act arbitrarily reſpecting it. For, as one of the 


writers whom Mr. B. quotes, obſerves, «* the 
S 2 idea 


der every diſpenſation of true religion. Con- 


reaſons of them but from the command of 


("40-7 
* idea of arbitrary, implies a weakneſs incom- 
* patibleto the divine nature; whoſe perfection 
«it is, to do nothing but for ſome wiſe reaſon, 
« and for ſome good end.” A very laudable 
circumſpeRion of the ſame kind appears in the 
worthy Author of Anti-pædobaptiſm examined, 
as the following paragraph evinces. When 
* I fay that the obligation of poſitive laws reſts 
« on the mere authority of the Legiſlator, let the 
« Reader obſerve, that this is not to be confound- 
« ed with an arbitrary diſpoſition in the Deity. 
« This diſtinction is well deſcribed by an elegant 
te and philoſophic pen: © When fome ſpeak of 
te the Will of God, as the rule of duty, they do not 
« mean a blind arbitrary principle of action, but 
„ ſuch a principle as is directed by reaſon, and 
« governed by wildom, or a regard to certain 
« ends in preference to others. Unleſs we ſup- 
e poſe ſome principle in the Deity analogous to 
« our ſenſe of obligation, ſome antecedent affec- 
tion, or determination of his nature, to prefer 
ſome ends before others, we cannot aſſign any 
ſufficient, or indeed any poſlible reaſon, why 
he ſhould will one thing more than another, or 
% have any election at all. Whatever therefore, 
is the GROUND of HIS cHoICE OR WILL muſt 
be the GROUND OF OBLIGATION, and not 
« the choice or will itſelf. —That this is ſo, ap- 
te pears further from the common diſtinction 
PP * which 


* 
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„% which Divines and Philoſophers make between 


« moral and poſitive commands and duties. 
„The former they think obligatory, antecedent to 
* will, or at leaſt to any declaration of it; the 


* latter obligatory only in conſequence of a po- 


« ſitive appointment of the divine will. But 
e what foundation can there be for this diſtinc- 
„ tion, if all duty and obligation be equally the 
* reſult of mere wall ?” 

If there is no poſitive inſtitute in the appoint- 


ment of which, it is not reaſonable to ſuppoſe the 


Divine Being is ſwayed by reaſons;ʒ if the revealed 
ends of ſuch an Ordinance may be numbered a- 
mong thoſe reaſons, which I think muſt be allow- 


ed, two things follow in the way of juſt conclu- 


ſion. One is, what Dr. Williams contends 
for, that there is no entirely poſitive Ordinance. 
The other is, that the application or uſe of a po- 
ſitive ordinance cannot contradict or claſh with 


its revealed ends. To ſuppoſe a contradiction 


between the Nature and Ends of an ordinance 
and the Uſe or Application, would be in effe& an 
impeachment of the Wiſdom of Deity. Whe- 
ther, therefore, Dr. W—s's ſentiment or Baptiſm 
as a mixed ordinance, partly moral and partly poſitive, 
be admitted, or whether we ſay with Mr. B. 
« To. conſtitute any branch of religious duty 
© purely poſitive, it is enough that the Rite it- 
0 ſelf, the manner of pertorming it, the quali- 


© fications 
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« fications of the ſubjeR, the end to be dlfeered 
« by it, and the term of its continuance, de- 
« pend entirely on the ſovereign pleaſure of 


.« our divine Legiſlator,”—it appears to me, that 


in either caſe, a regard to the divine CharaQer 
making known the ends of the baptiſmal Rite, 
juſtifies an extenſive Latitude of adminiſtration 
on this topic of argument, which our opponents 
cannot object to without begging the queſtion.* 
External Holineſs is a principle to which Mr. 

B. profeſſes himſelf averſe. Were ſuch conſe- 
quences, as this Writer intimates, neceſſarily ap- 
pertaining to it, every Reader who has a juſt 
idea 


— 


It is natural to conceive, of A rostT1vE INSTITUTE aſter a rwo- 
ror p manner. One is, to view and define it in the abſtract, or apart from 


any one pa ticular Ordinance of that nature. The other, as including uot 


only a poſitive inſtitute in the abſtract, but ſome particular rite revealed 
in the Bible. Now, is it not plain and eaſy to perccive the DETI NIT ton 
of a poſitive inſtitute will vary aceording to this diſtinction reſpecting it ? 
Anſwerable to the roku, Which may be called its rRIMAR Y view, 
it is naturally defined to be, an 1nsT1TUTE, the reaſons of which we do 
not ſee, n 10 to the appointment and revelation of ir, reſting on the urs 
AUTHORLtTY of the Inſtitutor. In the other, or s 2conDarY view of it, 
in reſpeC of any particular poſitive rite, the whole of what is revealed 

muſt be taken into account, and makes part of the definition. The con- 
ſequence is, that according to its revealed uſes and ends, it ſhould be de- 
ſcribed ; and therefore of a mixed nature. The quotations of Mr. B--='g 
firſt chapter from Pædobaptiſt Writers, containing their accounts and 1eae 
ſonings on the doctrine of poſitive inſtitutes, appear to me to include this 
two-fold definition. However, then, the charge of novelty is affixed 
to Dr. W=e-'s repreſentation uf a politive inſtitute by his opponent, I 
cannot help thinking, it obtains the ſanction of theſe learned Authors, who 
involve in their accountsof poſitive inſtitutions AT HAR GH: the diſtinction 
above-mentioned, 
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idea of the Goſpel- diſpenſation, muſt explode 
it from its incompatibility with the genius of it, 
But if 1 may offer my opinion, the whole force 
of Mr, B—'s objeQions depends upon conſound- 
ing chings which are diſtinguiſhable. To ex- 
plain myſelf : the general-idea conveyed y che 
term holy, in the Scriptures, is, a SEPARATION, as 
numerous Authors are at hand to teſtify, and 
ſeveral expreſsly in Mr. B—'s work. The Ori- 
gin of this ſeparation is to be traced to Tas 
WISE AND GRACIOUS WILL OF GOD. Ye ſhall 
be to me a holy nation. Exod. xix. 6. &c. Rites 
and Ordinances are but different media by which 
Holineſs as external, ſhews itſelf. Theſe vary 
according to different diſpenſations. It does not 
therefore follow as a clear conſequence, that be- 
cauſe external Holineſs is maintained under the 
Goſpel-diſpenſation, the Rites of the Jewiſh 
CEconomy are to be continued, in which idea, 
lie the bulk aud weight of Mr. B—'s objettion. 
Both as ſcriptura and natural, it is defeuſible 
to affirm, that external Holineſs, in reſpe& of 


the thing itſelf, is not a jewiſh peculiarity, 


but common to all, who from Gop's revealed 
Will. may be conſidered as the objects ot a ſtanding 
exhibition of mercy, Ordained and ſuitable to 
the genius of the goſpel is the Baptiſmal Rite, 


which, reaſons and evidence have been offered in 


this work for conſidering as a mean jointly with 
| | the 
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the Ordinance of preaching, and alike expreſſive 
of the relatively Holy State of mankind at large. 
What has been advanced on that famous paſ- 
ſage, 1 Cor. vii. 14. in my firſt chapter deſerves 
particular regard. The unbelieving party is there- 
in unqueſtionably repreſented in poſſeſſion of a 
ſanctity. 1 cannot forbear remarking, how im- 
probable it is at any rate, that Mr. B. rightly 
underſtands that text, when the ſenſe he puts up- 
on it, extorts this confeſſion, © There is not an 
* Inſtance in all the bible, that I recolle&, of the 
* word ſant;fied being uſed preciſely as it is in 
* this paſſage. For where, I demand, where is it 
* employed in the whole ſacred Code, to expreſs 
« that att or engagement between a man and a 
*< woman, Which renders it lawful for them to 
* cohabit as huſband and wife? Then, ſurely, 
that ſenſe is not very likely to be the proper one, 
which this Author gives it, even upon his own 
_ confeſſion. An eligible one, it certainly is not, 
unleſs he deviates from his own approved 
rule of interpretation. This we learn, when 
he quotes, in another part of his work with 
marked approbation, Dr. Doddridge as writing, 
thus: © I choſe to follow the plaineſt and moſt 
&* obvious and common interpretation, which indeed 
* 1 generally think the beſt, As it is certain that 
t are the Greek word] has not always that ſignifi- 
* cation for which ſome contend, I judge it T4 80 


to give what is more commonly the ſenſe of it.” 
Thus 


* 


(is 1 
Thus Mr. Booth may be left to ſettle the merit and -— 
pretenſions of his interpretation of the term, holy = 


on his own acknowledgment. —However, I would 
accompany him further, when he obſerves, © It - 
* is highly probable, that the Apoſtle is here 
<« ſpeaking of two Gentiles ; one of them convert- 
« ed, the other an idolater, whom he forbids to 
„ ſeparate on account of the Chriſtian Faith © 
„ while, on the contrary, the Jews were com- 
„ manded to put away their keathemſh Wives, 
« even after having had iſſue by ſuch mar- 
„* riages. Then the unbelieving party was, con- 
ſequently, not to be reckoned heathentſh, but 
holy, Now this Holineſs conſiſted in a ſepara- 
tion to Gud which the Heathen were without, 
and on this ground the Iſraelites were called up- 
on to put away a wife taken from among them. 
What, our Author adyances as highly probable, 
coincides, upon his own illuſtration, for ought that 
I perceive, with the idea of a general ſanity 
among all nations under the Goſpel, which did 5 
not exiſt before. | = 
That the Apolile is performing the work of a 
Caſuiſt, is plain, but in Mr. B—s opinion, 
* The very doubt which Paul reſolves, affords a 
© ſtrong preſumptive argument, that it was not the 
« cuſtom for Apoſtolic Miniſters to baptize chil- 
4 dren; ſuch, at leaſt, whoſe parents were not both 
„ converted. The defign of Paul was to evince, 1 
TA T - *© that | 


Cz 
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that ſuch converts as were married to unbe- 
| levers ſhould reje& every thought of a ſepara- 


tion on account of the Chriſtian faith; becauſe 


that Faith was far from diſſolving the matrimo- 
nial bond, andequally far from rendering their 


cohabitation unlawful : for it ſeems that adoubt 
of this kind was then entertained by ſome who 


were members of the Church at Corinth. But 
with what appearance of reaſon ſuch a query 


could have ariſen, if it had been uſual in thoſe 
times to baptize the Infants of parents in this 


predicament, we leave our oppoſers to ſhew. 


For had that been a prevailing practice, there 
would not have been the leaſt ſhadow of reaſon 
for it; becauſe on the principles adopted by ma- 
ny oppolers, a practice ofthat kind would have 
been an open avowal of ſuch a marriage as valid, 
and as obliging to all the tender duties of the 
conjugal ſtate.” In anſwer to theſe remarks, it 


may be demanded, whether Mr. B—'s right to 
derive hence an argument againſt the practice of 
Infant-baptiſm in thoſe times, may not be juſtly 
litigated and ſuſpected, when the term janfified, 


which he calls in one place the governing word of | 
the ſentence, obtains a ſenſe in his repreſentation _ 


of it, which 1s peculiar to this paſſage. Is it very 


conſiſtent, to ſuppoſe the ground of the doubt 


to be ſomething common, and the Apoſtle's reſo- 
lution of it to be in language never, uſed to that 


ſame 
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Tame” preciſe purpoſe before as we read of in the 
Bible? The odds in favor of a different ſenſe 


from Mr. B—'s, is at leaſt six HUN DRED TO ONE. 
The reaſons being ſo numerous and ftrong 


againſt his view of the paſſage, for which the 


reader is referred to Dr. Williams's work in re- 


ply, the preſumptive argument ſought for againſt 


Pædobaptiſm, comes to nothing that way. But 
if his ſenſe and view of the pallage be allowed, 
it ſeems to me, that hisconcluſion againſt Infant- 
Baptiſm hence is not- natural, but ſtrained : for 
when he aſks, with what appearance of reaſon ſuch 
a query could have ariſen, if it had been uſual 
to baptize in thoſe times the infants of parents in 
this predicament ? Need 1/ inform our Inquirer, 
of what frequently happens among profeſſors, 
namely, the exiſtence of unreafonabſe ſcruples, e- 
ven when they are in poſſeſſion of circumſtances 
ſufficient to remove them. Thele, it becomes 
Miniſters to attempt to obviate where-ever and 
whenſoever they ariſe : and is it ſo very extra- 
ordinary, that ſome (ſuppoling them recently- 
converted Gentiles) in the Church at Corinth. 
and we have no written account of any others. 
ſhould. bave ſcruples of this fort, in reſpe& of 
their unbelieving Partners, to-employ the Apoſtle 
as a Caſuiſt after this manner — But if we ad- 
vance a ſtep further, and in turn, aſſume a pre- 
ſumptive argument in favor of Pædobaptiſm, it 

T2 may 
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may be done with as good and better a grace, than 


Mr. B. finds one againſt it. For it is left to our 
oppoſer io ſhew, what there is in the nature, drift 
and phraſeology of the paſſage, that forbids our 
conſidering the clauſe, © elſe were your children 
« unclean but now are they holy,” as a Circumſtance 
to which the Apoſtle appeals, to convince 


the by the bel eving party, how groundleſs was 


his or her ſcruple about dwelling with the un- 
believing. The obje of the doubt entertained, 
was the UNBELIEVING ADULT. The offspring 
ſeem to be noticed collaterally in the reſolution 
of the ſcruple. If then any regard is due to 
what has been advanced on the conneftion be- 
tween external holineſs, and the Baptiſmal 
Rite in the former pages of this work, does not 
this clauſe concerning children afford a pre- 
ſumptive argument in favor of Infant-Bapiiſm ? 


The Apoſtle declares them holy, and it ſhould 
appear he has recourſe to what was, would, or 
might be readily acknowledged of the offspring, 


to ſhew the ſanttity of the unbelieving parent, 
and the unreaſonableneſs of the believer's think- 
ing to leave the oppoſite character on that ac- 


count. — Though, for argument ſake, the pre- 


ceding remarks have been made conformable 
to our common order of the paſlage in Engliſh ; 


yet it is proper to remind the reader, the 
| other rendering propoſed at the beginning of this 


work 


(19). 


work I ſee no reaſon to relinquath* from any in- 
quiry made, or information obtained on the ſubject 
- ſince. —Beſides : ſome of Mr. B—'s obſervati- 
ons on this controverted paſſage entirely co- 
incide with the ideas I have ſuggeſted, and the 
uſe to which it has been applied. For inſtance : 
The inſpired Writer ſpeaks in the preterperfeQ 
« tenſe, hath been ſanctiſied; expreſſing an act 
c COMPLETELY PAST.” Again: it is frequent- 
* ly maintained by our oppoſers, on the authority 
e of this paſſage, that the unbelieving huſband is in 
c a relative ſenſe holy, in virtue of his converted 
« wife, and it is plain, from the text, that as is the 
« holineſs of the children, ſuch is the ſanfiification of 
*« the unbelieving parent, How comes it, then, that 
« the latter does not qualify the ſubje& of it for 
« Baptiſm, as well as the former? How indeed! 
Let Pædobaptiſts to whom this remark will apply, 
ward off the blow, as they are able; ſuffice it to 
obſerve, it is favourable to the idea avowed in 
this work, and with other remarks, inclines me to 
be of opinion, that ſhould Mr. B. ever diſmiſs 
his preſent diſtinguiſhing ſentiment, it will be ex- 
changed for one not leſs extenſive, than that of 
Catholic Baptiſm. —Till ſomething further is ſaid 
to diſprove what has been urged, for Mr. B. in 
his defence waves a particular examination of 
| what Dr. Williams ſays on the texts produced, 
leaving them as they are found in ®Pthe ſecond 


volume 


J 
volume of Pædobaptiſm examined, neither this 
paſſage before us, nor others already noticed, can 
be relinquiſhed as untenable poſts. For, re- 
0 de the courſe of argument on particular 

* paſſages of the New Teſtament” to uſe Mr. 
B—'s language, there is nothing in the way of 
objeQtion but what has been or will be © ray 
* anſwered, or implicitly obviated,” 

When inſiſting on Infant. Baptiſm, and Infont- 
Communion at the Lord's ſupper, Mr. B. mal 23 
this declaration. Were we, he ſays,” to 
* behold Pædobaptiſm fairly and entirely divor- 
* ced from its old aſſociate, Infant-communion 
that being confirmed, while this is confuted ; 
* one great impediment would be removed out of 
© the way of our commencing Pædobaptiſts.“ 
Pedobaptiſm is included in Catholic Baptiſm, and 
it is ſubmitted, whether on the great principles 
and arguments urged in the courſe of our ex- 
amination in favor of Infant and Adult Baptiſm, 
this divorce is not fairly and entarely effeted. — 
It cannot reaſonably admit of a doubt, that 
no poſitive inſtitute, as it reſpefts the adminiſtra- 
tor and ſubje&, has been ſo enjoined, as to be 
done by the former at the expence of infringing 
the natural liberty of the latter. It is to be re- 
membered, there is a material difference between 
the two Ordinances in queſtion as to their nature, 
fituation, and way of admiſhon. A difference, 
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is ſufficiently, for our preſent purpoſe, pointed 


out in the following words, the greater part 


which is the language of a eminent Pædobaptiſt. 


„% The euchariſtig reis applicable to tf only 
who may be deemed proper ſubjetts ofa Bar- 
ticular church, or chriſtian congregation. 
They ought to be firſt baptized, it is true; 
but this alone is not a ſufficient qualification. 


For as Dr. GIII well obſerves: * Baptiſm 
is not a church-ordinance ; I mean it is not an 


ordinance adminiſtered in the church, but out of 
it, and in order to admiſſion into it, and com- 


munion with it; it is preparatory to it, and 2 
qualification for it; it does not make a perſon a 


member of a church, or admit him into a viſi- 


ble church; perſons mutt firſt be baptized, 


and then added to the church, as the three 
thouſand converts were, a church has nothing 


to do with the baptiſm of any, but to be ſa- 


tisfied they are to be baptized before they are 
admitted into communion with it. Admifſion 
to baptiſm lies /elcly in the breaſt of the ad- 
miniſtrator, who is the only judge of qualiſica- 
tions for it, and has the 'fole power of te- 

ceiving to it, and of rejetting from it; if not 
ſatisfied, he may rejett a perſon thought fit by a 
church, and admit a perſon to baptiſm not 
thought fit by a church. Saul, when convert- 


0 ed was * baptized by Ananas 
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without any previous knowledge and con- 
* ſent of the Church, and it was many days 
after this, that he propoſed to join himſelf 
* tothe diſciples, and was received. AQs ix. 18, 
* 19, 23, 26—28.” “ 

Is it, then, admiſſible, that Baptiſm is not a 
church-ordinance ? Is it maintained, that admiſ- 
ſion to it lies ſolely in the breaſt of the admini- 
ſtrator, that if not ſatisfied, he may rejett a 
perſon thought fit by the church, and admit a 
perſon to baptiſm not thought fit by a church? 
Enough is granted in the above account to 
ſhew that a participation of the Baptiſmal Rite, 
and of the Lord's ſupper, are very diſtin things; 
and that thoſe who are recorded, Akts ii. 41. as 
baptized and are ſaid to have believed, might not 


have been added to the church, though believers 


in the judgment of Peter, and actually baptized 
by him. What in this caſe would hinder? 1 
anſwer the coNSENT WiTHOLDEN of the Mem- 


bers of that particular church, as not deeming 
the baptized party a proper candidate for their 


church-memberſhip. Baptiſm is a' perſonal mat- 
ter, in truth, whereas the Lord's ſupper being 
an Ordinance more directly ſocial, the admini- 


tration of it depending on an actual incorpora- 


tion with a particular church, it would be infring- 
ing the law of nature and all order, not to 
allow a choice to the confederated body, as to 

| the 


cus ) 
| the reception of its members. Here it will be 
perhaps aſked by way of objecti on — Are particu- 
lar churches to act asthey pleaſe, to exclude from 
their ſocieties or admit into them whom they will? 
To this it may be anſwered— The worDis THEIR 
RULE, but then, where does it appear that it is 
the Will of Cax1srt, that Infants and Adults pro- 
miſcuouſly ſhould be admitted to the LoxpD's 
TABLE? There is ſuch a diſtinktion obſervable i in 
the Scripture-account of the two Ordinances, 
that to proceed to the ſame extent in the one, as 
what we contend for in the other, would be in- 
deed, to act, in regard of the Lord's Supper, 
without precept or precedent. That procedure, 
which i in reſpe& of admiſſion to the Lord's Sup- 
per, is requiſite to ſecure to a ptofeſſing Chriſ<, 
tian ſociety, the exerciſe of their right in the 
choice of their members, is both rational and 
ſcriptural : hence recourſe is to be had to profef- 
ſion on the part of the candidate. The church 
is guided by a judgment of charity, in forming 
which, as the medium of admiſſion, they have 
reſpeQ to two things—the general ends of Church- 
memberſhip, —and the anſwerable capacity and 
promiſing appearances of the candidate in _reſpe& 
of them. A relation commences on the favour. 
able judgment of tnole who have a given right to 
admit, but it is after all conditional; if occa- 
fion for a different opinion of the perſon ad- 
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mit ted is given, the Chureh bas an acknowledged 
right to cut him off, —A perſon; once baptized 


cannot be thrown back into an unbapiized ſlate. 
To. avoid prolixity : 1 obſerve that on juſt the 


fame grounds on which Infants are admitted to the 


Baptifmal Ordinance under the wing of Catholic 
Baptiſm, they are to be debarred from the 
Lord's Supper. Here then, Infant-communion 
is confuted on thoſe very principles, by PTY In- 


fant-Baptiſm is confirmed, 


Further, it is deſerving of our notice, that 


what has been ſaid in ſupport of Catholic Bap- 
tiſm does not militate againſt the real neceſſity 


of Diving, RFPCIOUS FAITR, as to the ſaving 
uſe of every Ordinance, Inſtead of making 1 


- void, this Plan abundantly eſtabliſhes 1 it, for Ca- 
tholic Baptiſm is brought forward as a joint- 


mean with preaching, immediately tending to this, 
as the Stat guided to Bethlehem. —The believing 
Parent in the baptizing of his houſehold, has here 
room to exerciſe faith in that glorious promiſe, 
& I WILL BE A GOD TO THEE AND THY' SEED | 
© AFTER THEE.” Adults defive from the exten- 
five adminiſtration of this right, an additional 
Exhibition of, and obligations to, the bleſſings 
and ends connetied with it, Whence I am 
led to remark, — 

That our Lord's Conmiliion favouring Catho- 
lic Baptiſm as we have ſeen, is directive to Miniſ- 
ters, promulging the Golpel among a People 
unacquainted 


(ws 


unacquainted with it. Ye, to whom this High, gamer 
_ miſſion is given ! permit me to engage your ten- 
* tion to the. view taken of it in this work. 1b is, 
YOUR GREAT PASSPORT ALL E WORLD; OVER... 
Ye may proclaim in the ears of all chat Arc 
afar off, your Redcemer's grant, by which 
they have a right to be difeipled, or in other 
words, baptized and taught, the actual enjoyr: 
ment of which nothing can deprive them oß, hut - 
their own wilful and unreaſonable diſſent. How 
wide your ſphere. of action 1 Earth, where-eyer> 
tenanted by Man, makes part of that vaſt. Dioceſe» 
in which you are warranted te move. Hail, vs. 
HONOURED, ITINERANTS; Of FHE: MOST HIGH, 1 
by, whatever diſtinctions known among men __— 
As ye reſemble che Angel flying in the midſt ot + 
heaven in reſpe& of your movements, let it be Y 
manifeſt, that like Him, you have; the Redeemer's: „ 
glorious commiſſion, the everlaſting goſpel in your 
hand. Shew, that you have it ever before you, that» 
you would dire& every eye. t9.it, and gather the: 
WHOLE EARTH under its banner. How perſevers: 
ingly. ſhould the Miniſters of Chriſt remind the» | 
diſcipled according to his commiſſion, of the adyan- "2 
tages and obligations thence ariſing. Was the — 
general adminiſtration of Baptiſm. followed with 
that inſtruQion in private and public on the part 
of adminiſtrators. anſwerable to the opportunities 
they have for it, the Redeemer's.commilſion would 
U a3 be 
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be more faithfully executed, perſons receive grea- 
ter benefit, and an additional argument, conſe- 
quently be derivable from its experienced and 
acknowledged utility, 3 "ly 
Once more: all that is requiſite to ſupport | 
Catholic Baptiſm, is the uſe of allowed principles 
and rules of interpreting the ſacred Scriptures. 
It will paſs the Ordeal of the following 
„ The Bible only is the Religion of Proteſtants.” 
CuiLiLincworTa. © It is a manifeſt miſtake; in 
« regard to Faith, and a clear evidence of pride, 
* either to reject any of theſe ' things which the 
Scripture contains; or to introduce any thing 

* that is not written in the Sacred Page.” Bas1t.' 
© Where the Scripture is ſilent, who” ſhall 
„ ſpeak ?“ AMB ROSE. — There is but one gen- 
« vine ſenſe of a text,” CHAUIER. If it [the 
* Scripture} have not every where one propet 
determinate ſenſe, it has none at all.” Owzn, 
The true meaning of Scripture, is not eve- 
ry ſenſe the words will bear, and perhaps may 
excite in the Reader's mind; nor yet every ſenſe 
that is true in itſelf ; but that which was really 
„ intended by the holy Writer,” WERENTEI- 
* s1us.—“ It is a principle with me, that the true 
ſenſe of any phraſe in the New Teſtament, is 
what may be called its ſtanding ſenſe; that 
5 which will be the firſt to occur to common peo- 
ple of every EE and every age. . 
HorsLzY,— 


10 
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Moses —#* I am. more and more convinced, 

* that the vulgar ſenſe of the New Teſtament; 
2 that is, the ſenſe in which an honeſt man of, 
0 plain ſenſe would take it on his firft reading THE). 
* ORIGINAL, OR ANY GOOD TRANSLATION, is al- 
*« moſt every-where the true general ſenſe of any 

+ pallage.” DR. Doppripet.. Theſe and ſuch. 
like principles and rules of interpreting Scripture. 
borrowed from the hand of our copious and la- 
borious colleQtor, Mr. B, have not been deſerted 
in the proſecution of this work, neither are they 
dreaded, for, it is conceived, the Cauſe alerted. 
will ſand their ſevereſt ſcrutiny, and come off 
with honour. 

In reſpe& of Catholic Baptiſm, as here defend- | 
ed, I have attempted to bear in mind the ſenti- 
ments contained in that excellent paragraph of 
Dr, Williams's in his letter to Dr. Prieſtley. 
10 My data, then, are DIVIN E REVELATION, 
<« and that only, and the whole of it. And it 
% appears to me, on the matureſt reflection, that 
« if Divine revelation ſelf-compared doth not an- 
« ſwer that purpoſe, nothing elſe will; and that 
« whatever elſe 1s ſet up for that purpoſe, 1s 
« demonſtrably fallacious. The poſitive evidence 
ce of ſcripture (as I have obſerved elſewhere) 
ic holds the ſame rank in theology, as experimen- 
« ted evidence does in reference to any hypo- 
* theſis in philoſophy. As, in the latter caſe, 
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there is no diſputing in favour of a ſy dem 
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againſt facts, phenomena, and experiments; to, 
in the former caſe, no reaſoning. can be valid. * 
oppoſition to poſitive evidence, or expreſs "dit. 
cernible authority, Common ſenſe, right, rea- 
On, the opinions , of the good and great, 
c. have their ule and an important ule, 
in their proper places, but they are no data 
in Chriſtianity. As to the order r 
veſtigation, preceding revelations, and Divine- 
ly authenticated facts, are the only ſafe rule 
by which we ought to examine any particular 
part of ſcripture. Every foregoing dilpenſa- 
tion of religion, and indeed, every revealed | 
fact is, I may ſay, a torch lighted in heayen, 
to illuminate thoſe that follow, until we c 
come to the ſealing of prophecy, or the end 
of che canon; and every ſuceeeding one, to 

the laſt, reflects a ſtill more abundant gt 
on all that went before. Wherefore, let all 
that revere the authority of Heaven, all the 
friends of revelation and rational inquiry, 
attend more to this light, that ſhineth in a 
dark place, and not (I mean as the principal, 
and only ſafe means) not to the falſe lights 
of human opinions (early or late) in the 
church, by following which we expoſe our- 


ſelves to wandering and danger every ſtep 


of our road, while in purſuit of truth and 
happineſs. 


Having 
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Having ſuggeſted theſe obſervations, it will, 

1 truſt, be attributed to perſonal conviction 

only, if I put a cloſe to this volume, by obſer- 

ving— That as a given Point whereon to ſtand, 
was ALL Archimedes required to move the 

World; fo, on THE BASIS OF THE PRIVI=. 

LEGED STATE UNDER THE GOSPEL, THE MI=- 

NISTERS OF CHRIST MAY GO, DISCIPLE, BAP= 

TIZE AND TEACH ALL THE NATIONS OF IT. 
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""Refide a few trifling errors in orthography and punc- 
tuation, the tollowing require correction. Page 10, 
line 24 before relatively read radically and p 11, 


I. 29, after learned, read continuator of p. 4 


. 
After adopt, read partly, p. 151, I, 4. for Pe tit 


